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man of Representative Meetings) in the chair. 
The SecreEtTARY read the notice convening the meeting. 
The CHAIRMAN reported that pursuant to resolution of 
Council he had fixed that day, Wednesday, May 29th, 1907, 
for the Representative Meeting. 


APOLOGIES FOR NON-ATTENDANCE. 

The SECRETARY announced apologies for inability to 
attend from Dr. John Aitken (Fife), Dr. F. S. Genney 
(Lineoln), Sir Victor Horsley (Marylebone), Dr. G. R. 
Livingston (Scottish), Mr. J. Tubb-Thomas (Bath, Trow- 
bridge), Dr. A. T. Wear (Newcastle-on-Tyne, Hexham), 
Divisional Representatives, and Dr. Parry (Chester and 
Crewe); and also from the following members of the 
Central Council: The President-elect (Dr. Davy), Dr. Col- 
lier, Dr. Franklin, Dr. Galton, Lieutenant-Colonel Drake- 
Brockman, Dr. Edgar Barnes, Mr. Andrew Clark, Dr. 
James Hamilton, and Dr. J. Murray. 


FOR REPRESENTATIVES, 
He then announced the absence of the following 
Representatives, and the names of those acting for them: 


Representative 


Unable to Attend. Deputy Acting. 


Constituency. 


Natal ... ... Dr. Booth Clarkson’ De. W. R. Strapp. 
Oldham aes Mr Fawsitt Dr. A. H. Godson. 
Ashford, Dover, and Mr. B. W. Ord Dr. rv. V. Dodd. 
Folkestone 
Mid Norfolk Dr. J. — Dr. D. G. Thomson. 
(illness) 
Nottingham | s Mr. G. A. Ferraby. 
Blackpool Dr. F J. 8S. Heaney Dr. F. J. H. Coutts. 
Carditf .Dr.Tatham Thompson De. E. J. Maclean 
Cape of Good “Hope Dr. Jane E. Waterston) br. B. J. Guillemard. 


(W. Province Branch) 
South Edinburgh 
Southampton, Guernsey 

and Alderney 
Birmingham 


Dr. G. W. S. Paterson | Dr. Michael Dewar. 
Dr. A. A. MacKeith Dr. Samuel Hughes, 


Dr T. Wilson Dr. E. D. Kirby. 

Ayrshire W. F. Brown Dr. D. Gairdner. 

Monmouth .. r. J. R. Essex Mr. W. J. Greer. 

Bromsgrove, Dudley, and we i WwW. Langley Dr. Herbert Mauley. 
West Bromwich Browne 


Cleveland ae a Mr. W. S. Dickie Dr R. E. Howell. 

Wandsworth Dr. L.8.McManus_ Dr. = R. Fothergill. 

Leicester Dr. R. Sevestre | M. Pope. 

East Norfolk and North Dr. H. Blake | Mr. 'E. H. T. Nash. 
uffolk 


Dr. 
North-West Edinburgh . Dr. F. T. S. Caverhill 
and Mid Dr. H. W. Gardner 


Dr. R. McKenzie 
Johnston. 


‘Dr. G. W. Sidebotham. 


ales 

Sheffield... oan co Dr. A. C. Turner Dr. Sinclair White. 
Marylebone ..| Sir Victor Horsiey (|Dr.Lauriston E. Shaw. 
Scottish . Dr. J. Maxwell Ross vr. G. R. Livingston. 


Lieutenant-Colonel D. Curme (West Dorset) said he was 
attending not as deputy but as elected. 
The CHAIRMAN moved: 


That the foregoing deputies be received in the place of those 

elected. 

The motion was agreed to. Addressing Lieutenant- 
Colonel D. Curme, he pointed out that the present meet- 
ing was a continuation of the meeting held at Caxton Hall 
in July last, and therefore no fresh member could be 
elected. Lieutenant-Colonel Curme could only be elected 
as deputy; he was therefore present at the meeting as 
deputy for Dr. Comyns Leach. 


DECEASED MEMBERS. 

Proceeding. the CHairMAN regretted the loss of one of 
their members, Dr. J. C. Leach. He felt sure he was only 
expressing the opinion of the meeting in saying how much 
they regretted his death, and he was also sure they ought 
to express their sorrowful appreciation of the work he had 
done for the Association and their sense of the loss they 
had sustained by his death. He also had to announce the 
death during the preceding year of two other gentlemen, 
not members of that particular meeting, but members of 
the Council who had constantly attended their meetings 
as members of the Council. They were two men whom 
the Association could ill afford to lose; they had done a 
great deal of work, not only as members of the Council, 
but they had worked hard to give assistance at meetings. 
Dr. Markham Skerritt had acted as Treasurer of the Asso- 
ciation during a term, and was always exceedingly keen 
with regard to any work in connexion therewith. By the 
death of Dr. Groves, also, the Association had suffered a 
great loss. He was certain it would be wrong of the meet- 
ing not to express their deep regret at the death of those 
gentlemen, and tosay how much they in the Association 
would miss their services. 
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Dr. SHADWELL (Walthamstow) said that the Repre- 
sentative of his Division would not be present at the 
meeting till 1 o’clock, and inquired whether he might act 
until the Representative of his Division arrived. 

The CHAIRMAN said that was a matter for his ruling. 
He believed that on former occasions such a course had 
been adopted; therefore, Dr. Shadwell could act in the 
absence of his Representative. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The CHAIRMAN moved : 

That the meeting consider, first, the proposed alteration of 
existing By-laws in referenee to the mode of election of 
the Chairman of Representative Meetings ; and, next, the 
—_— of the Organization Committee submitting the draft 

arter. 


The motion was agreed to without discussion. He further 
moved that the adjournment for lunch be from 1 to 
2 o'clock, and the tea adjournment from 4.30 to 5 o’clock, 
which was agreed to without discussion. 


AMENDMENT OF By-Law 20. 

Mr. T. JENNER VERRALL (Brighton) moved : 

That By-law 20 be amended to read as follows: Time of 
holding: Minutes: The first daily session of the Annual 
Representative Meeting shall be held not later than two 
hours after the time fixed for the commencement of the 
annual general meeting. The minutes of each Representa- 
tive Meeting shall be forwarded by the Chairman thereof 
to the Council. 

A show of hands was taken, and the motion was declared 
carried : 
REPORT OF ORGANIZATION COMMITTEE, 

The CHAIRMAN moved: 

That the Report of the Organization Committee on its action 
pursuant to the instruction of the Aunual Representative 
Meeting, 1906, be received and approved. 

Dr. Martiey (Dublin) moved : 

That the report be referred back to the Organization Com- 
mittee to embody in the Charter provisions in virtue of 
which geographical distribution may be ensured amongst 
the members of Council to be elected by the Representa- 
tive Meeting in accordance with the instructions given by 
the Representative Meeting of 1906. 

The motion was seconded by Dr. MILLER (Exeter and 
Barnstaple). 

The CHarrMAN stated that the report of the Organization 
Committee was simply a narrative of the procedure 
adopted by the Committee, and not of the results which 
were embodied in the draft Charter. Perhaps Dr. Martley 
would withdraw his motion. 

Dr. MaRTLEY accordingly withdrew his proposal. 

The motion proposed by the Chairman was then 


agreed to. 
THE PROPOSED CHARTER, 
The Dublin Amendment. 

The CHAIrnMAN then moved : 

That the draft Charter, Ordinances and By-laws, as revised by 
the Organization Committee, be received and considered by 
the meeting. 

He stated that it was not necessary that this motion 
should be seconded. 

Dr. Martiey (Dublin) moved as an amendment: 

That the Dublin Division, while heartily approving of the 
objects for which the Charter was originally sought, pro- 
pose that the consideration of the Charter be postponed 
until the Representative Meeting of 1908, to give time for 
the Divisions to decide if it is for the good of the Associa- 
tion to apply for one in a form which may lead to most 
strenuous opposition. 

He said that the Dublin Division was distinctly in favour 
of what the Charter was intended to obtain—namely, 
enlarged powers to help widows and orphans, and large 
powers for other things, and last year his Division was 
prepared to support it, and did support it as far as they 
could, until some energetic reformers improved the 
Charter, till, in the opinion of his Division, it would have 
a disastrous effect upon the wellbeing of the Association. 
The great point was the composition of the Council and 
its method of election. At Caxton Hall last year it was 
agreed that the elected members of the Council should 
consist of 30 members, 20 to be elected by the Branches 
and groups and 10 by the Representative Meeting, due 
regard being had to geographical distribution. He did 
not think that that was a well-considered scheme at the 
best. Ife saw, when he took up the SurPLEMENT that was 


published with the draft Charter, that there were half a 
dozen other schemes put at the tail of it. It was 
whispered in Dublin—he did not know how far it was 
true, and he spoke subject to correction—that one of these 
was brought forward by Mr. Ballance. If that was the 
case, what struck him as very curious was that it was Mr. 
Ballance himself who moved that the Council consist of 30. 
Apparently, after mature consideration, he found that 30 
was an unworkable number, and so introduced a scheme 
which wanted certainly more than 30. If there were 20 
members elected by the grouped Branches, that would 
leave 2 members for Ireland. 

Dr. WotstENHOLME (Salford), on a point of order, 
asked whether the members were right in discussing 
the Charter. He understood that the motion was for 
postponement. 

Dr. Mart vey said that if there was one thing that was 
emphatically declared by the meeting in the Caxton Hall, 
it was that geographical rep:esentation should be given 
with regard to the ten members elected by the Represen- 
tative Meeting. One reason for postponement was in 
order that there might be a proper scheme of geographical 
representation laid before the respective Divisions. The 
Dublin Division had waited patiently, and it was still 
waiting for such a scheme to come. If such a scheme was 
not brought forward, absolutely no one would be elected 
from the outlying parts of the kingdom, such as Ireland, 
Seotland, and Wales, and the further districts of England. 
They had had evidence of that before, and they did not 
want to be left completely out in the cold. He would 
probably be answered that they did not want this. The 
whole point came to this: this was an ill-conceived, ill- 
considered hash up of the Charter which they were not 
last time prepared to take, and which had been amended 
in the Representative Meeting without due thought, 
amendments being carried very lightly and cheerfully 
which probably would not work. They would now be told 
that amendments would be put into this Charter to settle 
all these points; but these would probably be equally 
unworkable. What they wanted was that the Charter 
should go before the Divisions and be a proper Charter, 
and not such a Charter as might be amended by this 
meeting. He saw by the BririsH Mrepicat JouRNAL that 
whatever decision they might come to to-day was to be 
binding ; he did not, however, know on what ground. The 
British MEpIcAL JOURNAL of April 6th said (p. 826): 

The new draft is a very carefully-worded document, and 
great care and much thought have been expended on its pre- 
paration. The Divisions will have to consider the various 
points, and it is very much desired that each should express 
a clear opinion as to whether it can extend its approval or not 
to each item. When the matter is discussed at the Special 
Representative Meeting it should be borne in mind that the 
decisions arrived at will be binding, so that any criticism 
offered should be deliberate and carefully considered. 
Apparently, therefore, the decision come to to day, 
whether or not they were to go on with the Charter, would 
be binding. He did not know by what authority that 
statement was published. He called most strongly upon 
members to vote for postponement, so that they might 
form a proper idea of a Charter which was to be binding. 
The Dublin Division had written round their opinions to 
all the Divisions in the kingdom, and he hoped all the 
Divisions would support Dublin in its postponement 
resolution. He also appealed to what he might consider 
the large body who came here with no instructions, whose 
Divisions had not taken the trouble to give them instruc- 
tions on tiie point, to vote most strongly for delay in order 
that they might see what they were doing, and not to 
wreck the Association by rushing into a Charter of this 
sort. 

Mr. C. R. Straton (Salisbury) said he had received an in- 
struction very similar to that which had just been moved, so 
that in seconding this motion he was really proposing the 
instruction of his own Division, in whose opinion the 
time for asking for a Royal Charter had not yet come. 
The working of the constitution of the British Medical 
Association had so far been satisfactory, and further ex- 
perience was desirable before making any change. That 
was the instruction which was given to him at a very 
fully-attended meeting. There was no particular scheme 
in the Charter to which they objected, although they ob- 
jected to many. The objection was on general grounds. 
The Association was not in a position at the present 
moment to indulge in any additional expense. Take the 
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position four years ago, when the Association was recon- 
stituted. They were then saving something like £4,000 or 
£5,000 a year. Now they were as much on the wrong 
side. [‘No.”] Let him put it a little more plainly. Last 
year even they had in the Strand property between 
£80,000 and £90,000. At the present moment that property 
was levelled. They had dividends coming in of about 
£1,000, and at the present time all that was gone. Not 
only that; the whole of their capital being in abeyance for 
building purposes, they were obliged to go to the bank 
for £30,000, whatever the state of the money market might 
be, and they must take that up upon loan. Further, they 
were then paying no rent, but now they were paying not 
only rent for their premises in Catherine Street, but for 
the storage of the whole of their books. That being the 
position, was it necessary to indulge at the present 
moment in what he might call voluntary additional 
expense? That, shortly, was the position taken up by his 
Division on those grounds. 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that, the motion being by a 
Division, it did not require a seconder. 

Mr. VERRALL observed that, this being a perfectly bona- 
fide and well-thought-out attack upon the matter they 
were discussing tc-day, he would like to say a few words 
on the general proposition. 

Dr. Pore, rising to a point of order, asked if it would 
not be better that everybody who had an amendment 
should state it. 

The CuatRMAN: Yes; Mr. Verrall was quite in order 
with his speech. 

Mr. VERRALL observed that the positions taken up in the 
two speeches to which they had listened were of a very 
different character. The objection of the first speaker 
was on the ground that a sufficiently satisfactory Charter 
had not been prepared, and did not include certain things 
which his Division would like to have included, and 
probably included some things which some of the 
Divisions would like to have left out. He also com- 
plained that time had not been given for the proper 
consideration of the Charter, and thought time should 
be given for the Divisions to decide if it was for the 
good of the Association to apply for one in a form which 
might lead to most strenuous opposition. Dr. Straton 
opposed the Charter on the ground that it would involve 
considerable expense. The expense that had been gone 
to was one that could not be postponed indefinitely, as 
the improvement of the premises must have been taken 
in hand at some time or other, and it was a mere accident 
that it should have coincided with the time that it was 
proposed to apply for a Charter. He would like to point 
out that there was no necessary sequential expense 
arising from obtaining a Charter, and therefore he 
thought Mr. Straton was not justified in saying that 
the application for a Charter would necessarily involve 
additional expense. With a Charter they might go on 
spending no more money than they were doing at present. 
When he read these words as to the Charter being “in 
a form which may lead to most strenuous opposition,” 
he did not understand that the people resident in 
Dublin objected to the form of the Charter, but objected 
to having a Charter at all, and objected to a constitution 
based upon a form of Charter containing ordinances, by- 
laws, and so on, and preferred that the Association should 
remain under the present constitution. They had by-laws 
and ordinances which regulated how members should be 
elected, and the principal objection of the Dublin Division 
seemed to be that provision did not exist for geographical 
distribution, and that, he thought, was the gravamen that 
was brought against the Charter. Under the Charter they 
would be able by means of by-laws at very short notice to 
make alteration in respect of matters which were con- 
sidered objectionable, and it would be possible in the same 
way to provide for the machinery of geographical distribu- 
tion. So far from hoping, with Dr. Martley, that the meet- 
ing would adopt the Dublin resolution by a very large 
majority, he hoped they would throw it out by a very large 
majority, and he would like to say that it was not an ill- 
considered or ill-conceived scheme. As a matter of fact, 
two whole years nearly had been given in various ways to 
the consideration of the Charter by various bodies. This 
was no local and parochial matter, but an Imperial matter. 
Unless they had been behind the scenes they could have 
no idea how strongly the Colonies were interested in 
obtaining this Charter. The Colonies, like the members at 


home, wished very much to have a power of action in 
certain matters, such as that of medical defence, and this 
they would beable to do if this Charter was taken in hand. 
Although they might think that was not a sufficient reason 
for involving the home government in what they con- 
sidered an unfortunate departure, yet he was bound to tell 
them that they would run very serious risk of shedding a 
very considerable portion of their Association in various 
parts of the Colonial Empireif they did not give them per- 
mission to do certain things which they might or might 
not wish to do at home. They had heard before of medical 
independence; and, in conclusion, he urged them not to 
be led away by the red herring drawn across the trail by 
the Dublin Division. 

Dr. C. E. Ropertson (Glasgow, Southern), while support- 
ing the Dublin proposal, said there were some words 
which he would like to have left out, and they were: 
“while heartily approving of the objects for which the 
Charter was originally sought.” That seemed to be an 
invidious thing, because the objects had never been put 
down in black and white. He, the speaker, had been com- 
manded by his constituents to support the Dublin proposal, 
and the main ground for that was no one could deny 
the importance of the Charter, and no one could deny 
the Divisions were entitled to consider the Charter quite 
as much as were the Organization Committee or any other 
Committee connected with the Association. Yet the 
Charter was sent down to them on April 6th last. That 
was the only date from which they had been able to con- 
sider the Charter. How could Divisions, meeting perhaps 
once a fortnight, in that time go through the whole thirty- 
eight pages of the Charter and consider it carefully? His 
constituents had not even had time to read the Charter 
carefully, much less discuss it. The last speaker had said 
that they must take it for granted that the discussion had 
been going on for two years. That was correct; but the 
draft Charter had only been before them since April 6th 
last. It was the most important subject which had ever 
come before them, and were the Divisions to be over- 
looked? Was that fair? Were they to be told that they 
must accept the Charter? Once they had had the oppor- 
tunity of thoroughly considering its provisions, they 
would know whether they agreed with the objects for 
which it was sought. On those grounds he supported the 
resolution of the Dublin Division. 

Dr. T. R. BrapsHaw (Lancashire and Cheshire), before 
making the remarks which he had to make on behalf of his 
Division, desired to put two or three questions to the 
legal adviser. They were: First, what would be the 
probable cost of the winding-up of the old Association, 
which, he took it, was necessary before they could apply 
for a Charter; secondly, what was the minimum cost if 
the Charter were not opposed; and, thirdly, what the 
cost was likely to be if the Charter were opposed. 
Speaking on the resolution, he considered there was a 
great deal of misunderstanding about the opportunities 
their great Association had had for considering the 
Charter. He maintained that it had not, as they had 
constantly read in the JouRNAL, been before the Associa- 
tion for three years; and he asserted that it had only 
teen before the Association for six weeks. The Charter 
as it came down to them then contained an entirely novel 
provision which, so far as he could remember, had never 
been hinted at in any of the former draft charters; and 
that was, that the Council, which hitherto had guided the 
affairs of the Association under their present constitution 
for about nineteen years, more or less, was to be entirely 
superseded, and become merely a Committee of the 
Representative Body. Be that right or wrong—for his 
part, he had strong opinion it was wrong—it was an 
entirely new provision and a new proposal. He looked 
upon that as a vital point in the Charter; and to say that 
the Charter had been before the Association for three 
years, when that final provision had only been before 
them for six weeks, was an entire misconception. With 
regard to the question of cost, he had looked carefully 
over their balance sheet for the year, and he found that 
the funds in their possession amounted to about £14,000 
invested in gilt-edged securities ; and it was not necessary 
for him to say that if they sold out their securities in the 
present state of the Funds, it would be a ruinous pro- 
cedure. With regard to the advisability of proceeding 
with the consideration of the Charter at that moment, if 
they did so it would be done in the teeth of a determined 
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opposition; and he ventured to say further that the oppo- 
sition would not rest within the walls of that building. 
[Hear, hear.] He was confident that he and his friends 
would, within the course of a couple of months, produce 
a petition signed by not less than 500 members from 
Lancashire and Cheshire alone—[Shame!]; and he put it 
to them: Would the Privy Council entertain an applica- 
tion for a Charter to a society in which there was such an 
enormous number, although a minority, opposed to the 
Charter? For his part he was certain the Privy Council 
would not. 

The CHAIRMAN reminded the speaker that his time for 
speaking was up. 

Dr. BRapsHAW was glad to hear what the Chairman said 
[Laughter], because he did not wish to weaken his 
argument by saying anything further. 

Dr. K. A. GrossMANN (Liverpool) informed the meeting 
that his Division desired to postpone the consideration of 
the question of the Charter chiefly on the ground of 
expense. They had heard at Leicester from Mr. Armit, in 
a very able and long speech, that the probable cost of an 
unopposed charter would be £600; and it was understood 
that the probable ccst, if opposed, would be at least 
£10,000. Dealing with the members of the Association 
taking an active part, their number was barely 10 per cent. 
of the membership; the others were silent members, who 
liked to get a good medical] journal cheaply. If they took 
those members they represented about 6 percent. And, 
when they remembered that the British Medical Associa- 
tion represented about half those in the medical pro- 
fession, altogether they had a little more than 3 per cent. 
It was absolutely certain that candid friends of theirs 
would inform the Privy Council that it was only 3 per 
cent. who desired the Charter. Under those conditions 
was the Charter likely to be granted? He would leave 
the answer to them; but he thought it would be 
a unanimous No. That was why his Division wished 
to avoid preceeding at present, because they were really 
in favour of a Charter, and wanted a Charter, but they 
thought it wiser to wait two or three, or even four years if 
necessary in order to get their Charter thoroughly con- 
sidered, granted unopposed and cheaply. As they had 
heard, their finances were not so brilliant as they might 
be. He was waiting for the answer of the solicitor to the 
Association to Dr. Bradshaw’s questions. That was the 
particular ground upon which he was in favour of 
postponing the consideration of the Charter. 

The Soricrror (Mr. Hempson) said that the last speaker 
had referred to the sum of £10,000 as representing the 
possible cost if the Charter were opposed. He did not 
know where he got that figure from, and he (Mr. Hempson) 
was not going to father it. One would have to consider 
what the nature of the opposition would be and what form 
it would take. There seemed to be in the meeting a mis- 
conception of the position, and perhaps he might just 
straighten things, because he thought that it would help 
matters if he did that. The last speaker had said that 
possibly only one-third would be in favour of the Charter. 
Those present at the meeting were considering the Charter 
to-day only from the point of view as to whether they, as 
representing the Association, approved of the idea and 
approved of the general form of it. They could not pass 
the Charter. The Charter would have to be adopted by a 
statutory meeting of the Association, which would resolve 
that the Association should depart from its present con- 
stitution and should apply to the Privy Council for the 
grant of the Royal Charter, and should wind up the 
Association. The feeling of the Association must be got 
not only through its Representatives but through every 
one who liked to attend. The majority at the first 
meeting would have to be three-fourths of the memhers 
present and voting. Therefore, in order to pass the 
Charter they must get an absolute consensus from the 
whole of the Association to the extent of three-fourths as 
against one-fourth. That point did not seem to be clearly 
appreciated at the present meeting. One of the Repre- 


. sentatives present had handed a note to him to know 


whether a short cut might be taken by passing the 
Charter to-day. That could not be done. He had heard 
the Representative of the Dublin Division say that there 
was some binding force in what the meeting was doing, 
but there was no such absolute binding force in it. The 
present meeting could not control the statutory meetings. 
The figures given as the estimate of the probable cost of 


obtaining the Charter up to March 24th, 1906, were as 
follows: 


Legal expenses, counsel’s fees_... «ss 
Other expenses ... 200 

"Making a total of we £300 


actually incurred up to that date. Then came the 
estimate. If the application wes not opposed, it was 
estimated the cost would be approximately as follows: 
Government stamps and fees £130 
Further legal expenses ... 200 
Other expenses, printing, Council 
Cost of winding up the Association, about 1(0 


Making a total of £630 
The winding-up of the Association would be merely a 
domestic matter. The Association would continue as it 
had continued hitherto. The ascertaining of the liabilities 
and the assets of the Association would be more a matter 
of what he might call paper work than actual realization. 

Dr. BrRapsHAW (Lancashire and Cheshire) asked what 
would be the cost if the application for the Charter was 
opposed. 

The Soricitor said that he should have to know more 
clearly and definitely what was meant by “ opposition.” 
He could not take a leap in the dark, and it would not be 
fair to the Association for him to do so. ‘ 

Dr. Witti1aM Ewart (Westminster) said that his Division 
felt very keenly that the work in connexion with this matter 
had been done by the Council and by the Organization 
Committee, and that they both deserved an expression 
on the part of the Representative Meeting of its gratitude 
and appreciation. Further, no man could read through 
the report of the Organization Committee without feeling 
that it was the outcome of enormous consideration and 
great wisdom and fertility. Something had keen 
said as to the danger of the opposition that might 
come. Doubtless it might come if they were incon- 
siderate or too rapid in their action, and therefore 
his Division was in favour of hastening slowly. Then 
something had been said as to the opposition being a 
danger. It appeared to his Division that the danger lay 
in the lack of opposition. Those present were returned by 
their Divisions. Many of the Divisions represented them- 
selves mainly, and did not represent the feeling of the 
whole profession. In the big political world there was 
always an organized opposition, but in the Representative 
Meeting they were all like sheep, and there was no strong 
opposition outside anxious to tear them to pieces. 

Dr. Pore (Leicester) said that he should not have inter- 
vened in the discussion were it not for a definite resolu- 
tion which had been passed by his Division. When it 
was passed he was hundreds of miles away from the 
meeting and knew nothing of it. It was as follows: 

That the decision by the Representative Meeting shall not 

be binding on the Council. 

He was not in the position of being able to state what 
was in the minds of the Division when they passed the 
resolution, but he supposei that he must maintain it, 
and it seemed to him that it obliged him to vote for the 
amendment of the Dublin Division. He could not see 
any way out of that. The resolution was crudely expressed, 
and it was not a resolution which he should have voted 
for himself, but it did put its finger on what seemed to 
him to be the blot of the draft Charter, namely, that 
sufficient care had not been exercised in bringing together 
and harmonizing the proceedings of the Representative 
Meeting and the Central Council. He could not help 
thinking that more might be done in this direction. 

Dr. GuILLEMARD (Cape of Good Hope) said that there 
was in South Africa the prospect of the federation of a 
large number of important States—the Transvaal, the 
Cape of Good Hope, the Orange River Colony, Natal, and 
Rhodesia. There was a large number of medical men in 
those Colonies. Those of them who were transplanted 
years ago, and who had been for a long time members of 
the Association, felt an intense loyalty to the British 
Medical Association. Were they going to keep up that 
loyalty, were they going to increase it, and what measures 
were they to take for that purpose? If any postpone- 
ment of the consideration of the matters now before 
the Association took place, the interest in the British 
Medical Association in Great Britain, which was already 
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waning, would probably be extinguished. He could 
speak most strongly about this from the feeling dis- 
played in his own Branch. He had travelled about 
South Africa a good deal in different directions and in 
the interior, and he had also worked in the Western 
Province in the neighbourhood of his Branch, and there 
was a very strong feeling that the Charter should be 
passed with as little delay as possible. If it were not 
passed he was quite certain that the feeling displayed 
at the Bloemfontein Congress last year would become 
intensified. That feeling was in favour of a South 
African Medical Association, quite independent of and 
entirely separate from the Mother Country in every 
detail. Some people might think that a very excel- 
lent thing. At Bloemfontein the proposition for a South 
African Medical Association was barely defeated. He 
was quite sure that on the issue of to-day’s proceedings 
and the proceedings that took place during the summer 
months in England a very great deal would depend with 
regard to the vital interests of the Association abroad. 
He would earnestly press upon those present at the 
meeting the wishes of their brethren beyond the seas. 
They might be small in number, but they had a large 
influence in proportion to their numbers, and the 
Federated Colonies of South Africa were very possibly 
going to be very important indeed. 

Mr. Armir (Hampstead) moved that the resolution be 
now put. 

The CHAIRMAN declined to accept the resolution. 

Dr. W. Dovuatas (Dartford, Maidstone, Rochester and 
Chatham) wished to bring forward some considerations 
which had not been present in some of the speeches they 
had just heard. Did they realize that the passing of this 
amendment would mean that they were not to consider 
the Charter at all at this meeting? [Hear, hear.] That, 
he thought, was a very important consideration, and 
surely the meeting would not pass any such amendment. 
It had been said that this Charter had been before the 
Association for some two or three years. That, on the 
other hand, had been denied, and the period stated was 
some six weeks. He would like to recall that the present 
Charter was simply a modification of the old Charter, and 
that what the Divisions would have to consider was not 
an entirely new Charter, but such modifications as had been 
introduced by request of the Representatives and the Organi- 
zation Committee; and if all the members had had time 
to consider the matter, surely those who had the honour 
of being Representatives of Divisions should also have 
considered it, and placed the matter clearly before them. 
The matter had been referred to by the Representative 
from Dublin as though this meeting was to be bound by 
the form in which the Charter had been presented to 
them, but his own understanding of the matter was that 
it was for this meeting to mould the Charter into the 
form that seemed to them best in the interests of the 
Agsociation. There were other points which their Solicitor 
had cleared away, but he wished to emphasize these few 
points, which he regarded as of the utmost importance, 

Dr. E. J. Mactrean (Cardiff) thought they ought to 
get back to the original position, and ask themselves 
whether the objects which this Charter covered 
were really needed by the Association. In _ his 
own Division there was absolutely no dovbt or ques- 
tion on that point. The question which was put to 
officials of the Association in that Division was, What are 
you going to do for your members? Cannot you do more 
for your members? It appeared to be admitted in the 
terms of the amendment that the objects which the 
Charter would cover were desirable ones, and, that being 
so, he thought the meeting should have much more 
forcible reasons than had as yet been presented as to why 
the matter should be postponed. The fact should be 
recollected that they needed to do certain things for their 
members. The objects included in the Charter being 
desirable ones, they ought to get them as soon as possible. 
In South Wales they were being refined by tribulation, 
and knew what it was to go through struggle and trial in 
the face of organized opposition. Down there they 


knew what organized opposition meant, and they 
wanted to have such an organization as would include 
every single member within the area of the Branch under 
the conviction that he was belonging to an Association 
which would do everything it possibly could for him in 
his individual and in his professional capacity. The fact 


had to be recollected that a postponement of the applica- 
tion for the Charter meant further opportunity for 
organized opposition, and he was confident as an official of 
the Association that the mere postponement, the mere 
sending down again, of a draft Charter to the Divisions 
would not result in any further consideration of it by the 
members. [Hear, hear.] The position was well expressed 
to him by a member of the Branch the other day: “ Here 
comes this draft Charter again; why in heaven’s name do 
not you get the thing through?” They admitted that it 
was a good object, and they wanted to get it through. He 
wished to emphasize that they were simply courting the 
development of opposition in certain directions by post- 
poning the question of the application for a Charter. 

The CHarrMaAN said, with regard to the question which 
arose upon the remark of a previous speaker, he wished 
them to be settled in their minds that if this amendment 
was carried this meeting would cease, and there would be 
no further consideration of the Charter that day. 

Dr. WALTER SmItTH (St. Pancras) wished to call attention 
to the Standing Orders, and to ask whether, on a motion 
that the debate be adjourned, there could be any discus- 
sion’ Did not that stop any further discussion ? 

The CHairnMAN: No, sir. 

Dr. Munro Morr (Norchern Counties of Scotland) said 
he represented nearly a third of Scotland, and this draft 
Charter had not been considered so well as the members 
of the Branch would like. He did not agree with the last 
speaker that delay would foster opposition. The members 
of his own Branch did take an interest in the Association, 
and he was glad to say that the membership in the 
scattered area that he represented was increasing year by 
year. The members of his Branch had been trying to 
understand the Charter in the short time it had been 
placed at their disposal, and they felt, while supporting 
the Organization Committee in their application, that if a 
little more time was given they would understand the 
Charter better, and certainly would give it their loyal 
support if the matter came up again. 

Dr. Worratt (New South Wales) wished to thank Mr. 
Verrall for his very sympathetic remarks regarding the 
Colonies, and he would like to endorse all he had said with 
regard to the keen desire there was in New South Wales, 
at all events—and he thought he might say through- 
out all the Australasian Colonies—that they should 
have this Charter at the earliest possible date. Up to 
a few years ago there was a strong feeling amongst 
the Australian graduates in favour of an Australasian 
Medical Association and cutting adrift from the British 
Medical Association; but in the last three or four years 
there had been a change in the attitude of the authorities 
of the Association in England towards the Colonies, 
and in consequence of that this feeling in favour 
of an Australasian Medical Association was now quite 
dormant, and that feeling had been helped by the re- 


‘cognition on the part of medical men in Australia that no 


one section of the medical profession in any part of the 
British Empire could hold itself independent of other 
sections. There had been striking proofs of that,and they 
had had very great help within the last few years from 
the parent Association. So much had that been felt that 
the Victorian Medical Society, which comprised a large 
majority of the profession in Victoria, within the last 
three months had decided to merge itself in the Victorian 
Branch of the British Medical Association and had made 
over its library buildings and all its goods to that Branch. 
To this Charter the profession in Australia was looking 
forward with the greatest interest and anticipation, and if 
it was indefinitely postponed it would give rise to a keen 
gense of disappointment in the Colonies. Their idea was 
that the heads of the Association could not have too much 
power to keep in the closest possible touch with the rank 
and file. Hehad listened patiently to the arguments of the 
various speakers who had spoken against the Charter that 
day, and it had seemed to him that they were excellent argu- 
ments against a cast-iron charter, but not in any way against 
such a Charter as they had here, which was elastic, and so 
far as he had been able to understand it, would allow an 
alteration of the by-laws and even of the ordinances with 
greater facility than at present. While his fellow-country- 
men were disposed to speak very strongly against certain 
provisions, they were in favour of the Charter as a whole. 
It was incomprehensible to him that the profession should 
refuse to clothe itself with power which might be of the 
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utmost importance to the profession. It did not neces- 
sarily follow that the possession of power would imply the 
exercise of it. It seemed to him that if they waited until 
they had a constitution which was acceptable to everybody 
and embodied the ideas of all the members of the Branches 
and all the Divisions they would wait indefinitely. They 
knew on the highest authority that delays were dangerous, 
and it seemed to him that if they let pass this opportunity 
which now presented itself they might have to wait 
indefinitely. He would like to see the various members 
from all parts of the country take a broad view of the 
question and seek to divest themselves of local prejudices 
and personal feelings, and come to a decision to-day. He 
heartily supported the constitution as now presented. 
[** Vote.”] 

Dr. W. OpvELt (Torquay) simply wished to state his 
position. The Dublin Division had sent their resolution 
to his Division for consideration, and the result of the 
meeting was this: that he was the only one in opposition 
to the Dublin Division resolution. Now, if he voted to- 
day he must vote, he supposed, in accordance with his 
Division,and therefore he would be voting against his own 
conscience. He had listened with the greatest pleasure to 
the speeches of the two gentlemen from the Colonies; he 
had not been to Australia or the Cape of Good Hope, but 
he had been in Canada; and he must say that he did not 
know what loyalty was till he went to Canada; and he 
hoped that to-day they would not do anything to estrange 
the Colonies. 

Mr. Armit (Hampstead) moved that the question be now 
put, which was carried. 

Dr. F. C. MartLey (Dublin) asked if he had a right to 
reply. 

The CHarrMaNn: No. 

Dr. MartLtEy: I claim a vote by card. And twenty 
members rising in their places to support the application, 
a vote was accordingly taken. 

The CHAIRMAN explained that the question before the 
meeting was the Dublin Division resolution as to the post- 
ponement of the consideration of the Charter until next 
year. Those who voted Yes would vote in favour of the 
Dublin Division resolution being carried, and those who 
voted No would be voting against the Dublin Division 
resolution. He stated that Mr. Elliston would take round 
the box labelled “ Yes,” and Mr. Whitaker the box labelled 
“te.” 

The cards were then collected, and Dr. Cox (Gateshead 
and Consett), Dr. Wolstenholme (Salford), Dr. Martley 
(Dublin), and Dr. Douglas (Dartford, Maidstone, and 
Rochester and Chatham) were appointed scrutineers. 

The result of the voting on the Dublin amendment was: 
For, 34 constituencies—3,784 votes; against, 81 con- 
stituencies—8,502 votes. Majority against, 47 consti- 
tuencies—4,718 votes. 

The motion was then put and carried. 


DRAFT CHARTER. 
CLAUSE 1, 
The CHAIRMAN proposed : 
That the Draft Charter and Ordinances and By-laws be 
considered clause by clause. 

This was agreed to without discussion. 

Mr. VERRALL moved the first clause of the Charter. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL (Wandsworth) moved as an amend- 
ment: 

That the Association be called the Imperial Association. 


He regretted Dr. McManus was not present to introduce 
the amendment. His Division considered the amendment 
a logical consequence in the life-history of their Associa- 
tion. Hereminded them that the Association was formed 
in 1832 as a purely provincial Association in the district 
of Worcester, with the same objects as obtained at the 
present time—namely, co-operation, maintenance of the 
interests of the profession, and recognition by local 
Councils. At that time the idea was favourably con- 
sidered by the medical profession, and it was not long 
before other Branches in the United Kingdom were 
formed. Since that time Branches had been formed 
throughout the British Empire, and it was for them to 
consider whether they should not now incorporate in 
their title some word which would convey to their 
members beyond the seas the fact that they were in touch 
and in sympathy with their local interests. Without 
desiring to appeal to sentiment, there did seem to be a 


want of patriotism and cordial support of Imperial ideas. 
It was their duty to realize the wishes of their Colonial 

Branches, and to meet them half way in everything they 
wished to do. Pointing out what the Colonial Branches 
had done, Dr. Fothergill instanced that when they 
went to Canada for their meeting, in a few days twelve 
hundred men joined the Association. If it had been a 
Canadian Association meeting in England, would the 
same thing have happened? South Africa had lately 
passed a resolution that they were not in favour 
of severance from the parent Association, but wanted 
local government and local federation. Australia like- 
wise had followed and come into the fold and handed 
themselves over to the Association, root and branch. 
From Gibraltar he had had a telegram to say they 
desired closer co-operation and sympathy with the Asso- 
ciation in their aims and objects. With regard to Natal, 
the Representative Meeting would appreciate that when 
South Wales made a claim for financial support Natal 
sent a donation to that fund. It was an act of sympathy 
not to be measured by money. How were they to reply 
from home to the Colonies abroad’ They wanted to give 
them in the Charter local government and local federa- 
tion of Branches, following the lines of the Imperial 
idea. They wanted to assist them with their home 
government and to incorporate them in one world-wide 
federation. The significance of the name was that it 
should incorporate unity, that it should be national, and 
that it should appeal to members. It should be under- 
stood that they were going to help their Colonies, and not 
only that, but that the Colonies would help them. They 
wanted to impress the Government and they wanted to 
impress the laity—to make them understand that behind 
their Association was the whole medical profession. 
Dealing with three or four matters of Imperial impor- 
tance, Dr. Fothergill mentioned, first, national temperance. 
It had been said that wherever they went to colonize 
they went with the Bible in one hand and agin bottle 
in the other. As members of the medical profession he 
would like to see them united in developing temperance 
in the Colonies. Another matter of Imperial importance 
was the teaching of hygiene in the home, the army, and 
the navy. There should be a medical examination of 
children, which was a matter affecting not only the home 
country but all the Colonies. Further, there was medical 
registration. Until they had one system, not only in 
England but throughout the British Empire, they would 
never be able to obtain progress in the medical profession 
or have their wishes carried out. In conclusion, he 
desired those who might oppose to stay their hand and 
listen to the voice coming from the Colonies, and to show 
by the name of the Association that its members recog- 
nized the existence of the Colonies and desired their co- 
operation. 

«Dr. Joun Brown (Rochdale and Bury) opposed the 
amendment. He said the Colonies and dependencies were 
British Colonies and British dependencies. Why tack on 
another letter and make it “B.I.M.A.”? “ B.M.A.” was 
known everywhere—it meant the British Medical Associa- 
tion—and to add the word “Imperial” would not add 
force, unity, or strength. 

Mr. G. Westsy invited the Colonial Representatives 

to express their views on the amendment. 

Dr. WorRALt (New South Wales), in reply, preferred to 

have no change made in the title. [Hear, hear.] 

The amendment was then put, and on a show of hands 

declared to be lost, 5 voting in favour of it. 

Clause 1, which runs as follows, was then carried. 

1. For the purposes hereinafter set forth and all other pur- 
poses of this Our Charter the above-named petitioners 
and all other persons who shall pursuant to this Our 
Charter and the ordinances made thereunder be mem- 
bers of the Corporation hereby constituted are hereby 
created and henceforth for ever shall be one body politic 
and corporate by the name of the ‘British Medical 
Association ” (hereinafter called ‘‘the Association”), and 
by the name aforesaid shall have perpetual succession 
and a common seal with full power and authority to 
alter, vary, break, renew the same at their discretion, 
and by the same name may sue and be sued, in every 
court of Us, Our heirs and successors, and We do hereby 
grant to the Association full licence, right, authority, 
power and capacity (notwithstanding the statutes of 
mortmain), first to take and hold all such lands, tene- 
ments, hereditaments and property as are now vested 
in or held by the existing Association hereinbefore re- 
ferred to, or any trustees or trustee for that Association, 
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and, secondly, to take, acquire, purchase and hold in 
perpetuity or otherwise any lands, tenements, heredita- 
ments and property whatsoever, situate within Our 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland or in any 
part of Our dominions ; and (subject to such consent if 
auy as may be required by law) to grant, demise, alien, 
mortgage, charge or otherwise dispose of all or any of 
the lands, tenements, hereditaments and property for 
the time being of the Association, and also to do all 
other matters incidental or appertaining to a body 
corporate. 
CLAUSE 2. 
Subclauses. 
The following subclause was then proposed by Mr. 
VERRALL, and adopted without discussion : 


2.—(1) We do hereby declare the objects of the Association 
to be the promotion of the medical and allied sciences, the 
maintenance of the honour and interests of the medical 
profession and of the members thereof collectively and 
individually, and the co-operation of the members of the 
Association for their mutual assistance and support in all 
matters affecting them in their professional capacity, 
including the encouragement, promotion. or provision of 
means for protecting membersand their families against 
the exigencies of age, sickness, death, or misfortune. 


Mr. VERRALL next moved the following subclause : 


(2) Without prejudice to the generality of the foregoing 
objects and to the other powers conferred by these pre- 
sents, and so that the said objects and powers shall be in 
po wise restricted by the powers next hereinafter speci- 
fied, We do hereby expressly declare that for the attain- 
ment of the aforesaid objects the Association may adopt 
any or all of the following means, that is to say: 


Mr. C. R. Straton (Salisbury) moved an amendment. 
He said he objected to that subclause and to all 
the subclauses following it. His Division considered 
them unnecessary and likely to injure the Association, 
because they would provoke opposition from medical 
defence associations, from medical agents, and medical 
directory publishers—those whuse legitimate occupations 
were threatened by the subclauses in question. Such 
people would certainly combine and employ counsel to 
object to the granting of a Charter. He suggested it was 
unnecessary to mention the matters contained in the 
subclauses. 

Mr. VERRALL pointed out that they had been distinctly 
told by counsel that these things must be mentioned if 
they wanted to get their Charter; they could not get out 
of it, and they must take the risk of raising opposition. 

The CHAIRMAN said counsel’s opinion had been given in 
the matter over and over again, and it was necessary to 
get the subclauses definitely mentioned, or the Charter 
would not be granted. 

Dr. W. JoHnson Smy¥tH (Bournemouth) pointed out that 
the clauses were merely permissive, and it did not at 
all follow that the Association would avail itself 
of those liberties; but if they were excluded now, 
they would be excluding themselves and their de- 
scendants for all time from carrying out certain 
things. They should avail themselves of the opportunity 
of having wide liberty, and if there was opposition to 
be met it must be overcome. 

On the amendment being put, it was declared lost, 
2 voting in favour of it. 

Mr. VERRALL then moved the following subclauses, 
which were agreed to without discussion : 

(i) May hold meetings and conferences at anv place in the 
United Kingdom or in any part of Our dominions or else- 
where for the discussion of the affairs, interests, and 
duties of the medical profession, and for promoting 
personal and friendly intercourse between members of 
the Association and between members of the medical 
—— in general. 

(ii) May provide, equip, manage, and carry on circulating 
and other libraries and rooms and buildings for social 
intercourse for the benefit of members of the Asso- 
ciation and of the medical profession in general. 

(iii) May compile, revise, publish and distribute, or sell lists 
and registers of medical practitioners, and records of 
events, transactions, and proceedings of interest to the 
members of the medical profession. 

(iv) May publish periodically and sell the BRITISH Mg&pIcaL 
JOURNAL, or any other journal of a character specially 
adapted to the needs of the medical profession. 

(v) May encourage research in the medical and allied 
sciences by grants from the funds of the ssocia- 
tion, by the establishment of scholarships, prizes, or 
rewards, and in such other manner as the Association 
may determine upon. 


The Association and Politics. 
Subclause (vi), as follows, was then put to the meeting by 
Mr. VERRALL: 

(vi) May originate, support, promote, and oppose alterations 
in the law of the United Kingdom or any British colony 
or dependency affecting the public health or the medical 
profession, and may promote the candidature of any 
member of the Association for Parliament or for any 
British legislative assembly. 

Dr. McKeEnzig JOHNSTON (North-West Edinburgh) 

moved as an amendment: 

That as it is undesirable that the British Medical Association 
should, as an Association, take part in Imperial Party 
Politics, the words in Clause 2 (2) (vi) ‘‘and may promote 
the candidature of any member of the Association for 
Parliament or for any British Legislative Assembly ” be 
deleted. 

He said his Division held very strongly the opinion 
that the possible introduction of political matters inside 
the Association would be most disastrous. [AHear, hear.] 
Such a proposal as was contained in Subclause (vi) would 
involve that they might contribute towards the expenses, 
or the living expenses, of an M.P. tied to the Association ; 
and that he, the speaker, held would introduce the worst 
kind of wire-pulling into the Association. It was hardly 
possible to suppose that they could get any one to accept 
such a position. Unless the Association was able to 
obtain a man who was able by his own force of character 
to show that he was a power in the House of Commons, 
they would be very much better without him. Per- 
sonally he entirely agreed with what his Division said, 
and the other Divisions of Edinburgh coincided in it. 
There were various reasons which would occur to them 
which would make it inadvisable to interfere in political 
matters in a country governed by party politics, and he 
pressed that point very strongly upon the meeting. 
Although the amendment he proposed was the only one 
his Division had sent, he might mention that that was 
not the only part of the Charter to which his Division 
objected: but they had decided to send up that amend- 
ment for the consideration of the meeting and to leave the 
other matters to which they objected to be dealt with by 
other representatives. He held that the position of the 
Association should be to guide the Government; the 
Government should be free to come to the Association for 
advice on matters affecting public health or the interests 
of the profession. The Government ought to come to 
them for advice; and they were much more likely to do 
so, and much more likely to be guided by the Association, 
if it were entirely free from party politics. He wished to 
lay great stress upon that point, and thought it would 
be a great pity to have anyone representing them 
in Parliament. Such a _ gentleman would in all 
probability be a nominee of some extremely active 
Division or Divisions of the Association. It might 
be even that they would find themselves with a member 


‘of Parliament who would be more properly known as 


the M P. for Wandsworth—one of the most active Divi- 
sions, but at the same time not necessarily in accord with 
the views of the Association as a whole. [Laughter and 
applause.} He would press very strongly upon those 
present that they should keep perfectly clear of politics, 
and that at the same time they ought to exercise the 
influence they had and the great infiuence which they 
ought to have if they spoke in a unanimous voice. 

Dr. LAaFFAn (Carlow, Kilkenny, and Waterford) said that 
he was entirely in favour of retaining the clause. Let 
them look at the position which the lawyers occupied. 
Did their profession suffer through their being in the 
House’ On the contrary, they picked up every plum that 
could possibly be picked up. The Association would have 
nothing to say about a candidate’s politics, but they would 
support him as a practical man. 

Dr. H. E. Dixgy (Worcester) said that he should like to 
support the amendment of the Edinburgh Division. He 
was in the happy position of not only feeling very strongly 
himself ‘on the question, but of also representing the feel- 
ings of the Division of which he was a delegate. He felt 
most strongly that if they once introduced politics into 
the British Medical Association, that would be the end of 
the Association as a power. It was all very well to say that 
the trades-unions had their own members, but that was 
only in districts where they had sufficient members to 
return a member of Parliament. He would say advisedly 
that, much as he wished to act for the benefit of the 
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British Medical Association, he could not and would not 
sink his political ideas, which were strong, and vote for, 
say, a Radical member of Parliament; and his friends, 
the Radicals, would have exactly the same view, and 
would not vote for a Conservative member of Parliament. 
That being so, he felt sure that it would be a lasting 
mistake if they ever took to themselves the power conferred 
in the clause. 

Dr. W. L. Murr (Glasgow Eastern) said that he had the 
greatest sympathy with the Edinburgh resolution. Those 
members of the Representative Meeting who had been 
present at the meetings during the last two or three years 
would remember that he had fought against the intro- 
duction of politics, and spoken against it on several occa- 
sions. Such Scottish members as were present knew that 
there were few members of the profession who had taken 
such an active part in politics as he had done in the West 
of Seotland. He knew what it meant to bring party 
politics into an association of any kind, and he felt that to 
bring party politics into the Association would be one of 
the very first things to disrupt it to a very large extent. 
He therefore trusted that the Representatives present 
would support the resolution of the Edinburgh Division to 
the utmost. 

Mr. E. H. T. Nasu (East Norfolk) felt very strongly that 
the amendment should be opposed. There had been a 
great deal of croaking as to what was going to happen to 
the Association if the element of politics was introduced. 
He was one of the Committee who had the drawing up of 
the scheme by which it was hoped to work when the idea 
was broughtabout. Their idea was based largely on that 
of the National Union of Teachers. He knew of no body 
which had carried out its political ideas with such har- 
mony as that Union. They were undoubtedly the most 
powerfully-educated trade union of the day. He thought 
it was perfectly possible for the Association without pro- 
ducing strife or dissension to carry out the same plan of 
campaign. What wasthe position at the present time - 
There were several medical members in the House, but 
they were to a certain extent voices crying in the wilder- 
ness. They were the representatives of nobecdy except 
themselves and their political constituents. When it came 
to a great fight on a matter on public health, or any- 
thing of the sort, their ideas, one generally found, were 
absolutely at variance with everything which was up-to- 
date, and they were very often entirely in opposition to 
the general run of professional ideas. What was needed 
was somebody who would mould the opinions of the 
members of the House of Commons in the direction of 
public health and as to the things which were best in 
medical matters. With regard to the representatives of 
the National Union of Teachers, every one who had followed 
matters in the House of Commons could not fail to see the 
way in which they had gradually educated the whole 
House up to what the educationalists of the country con- 
sidered best for the children of thekingdom. If the Asso- 
ciation carried the matter out on the same careful prin- 
ciples as the National Union of Teachers had worked, they 
would also be able to speak with some authority in the 
House. 

Dr. WorRaLt (New South Wales) said he looked upgn 
it as of most vital importance that they should retain 
the clause. If any Branch or Division thought that the 
exercise of the power in the clause was wrong, it would 
not exercise the power; but why should others be deprived 
of the privilege of exercising the powers conferred by the 
clause? In Australia it was of the greatest importance 
that they should have the power. He trusted that the 
members would remember that fact, and not act in a way 
that would prevent others possessing a power which they 
considered of very vital consequence. 

Dr. C. E. RoBERTSON (Glasgow Southern) asked whether 
“ promote the candidature” meant paying the expenses of 
the candidate in full. 

The CHarrMAN replied that it might or might not. The 
words admitted the possibility referred to undoubtedly. 

Dr. Extuiot-BLakE (Chichester and Worthing) asked 
whether the clause meant that the Association could 
support a member entirely for the Association, or whether 
it meant that they could simply support a candidate in a 
constituency. 

The CuHarrMAN replied that the clause was permissive, 
and that it left members to do what they wished in that 
respect. At the present time the Association had no 


power to do anything of the sort. The Charter included 
power to permit the Association to do it or not, as it 
pleased. 

Dr. BrapsHAaw (Lancashire and Cheshire) pointed out 
that they had to bear in mind the fact that the Government 
of this country was conducted on strictly party lines; that 
party Government was the very essence of the constitution 
as embodied in the House of Commons, and that they 
were all more or less interested in politics. He ventured 
to say that it was quite impossible to expect that the 
members of the Association would sink their party politics 
for the sake of supporting some individual who happened 
to embody the opinions of the majority of the Association. 
It was perfectly certain that if anything of the kind con- 
tained in the draft Charter was agreed to, and an attempt 
was made to put it into force, it would lead to a wholesale 
resignation of members of the Association. That was his 
opinion, and he had carefully thought the question out. 
One gentleman had referred to lawyers in the House. He, 
the speaker, was not aware of any legal society which 
supported lawyers as such. Barristers sought a position 
in the House in order to practise speaking, and bring 
themselves into note; they did that for their own personal 
advantage, and it was perfectly proper. But he took it 
that no man who had a practice could go into Parliament 
with the object of advancing his practice. It had been ~ 
said that under the present coaditions the British Medical 
Association had no weight in legislation; but he should 
like to remind those present that the great Medical Acts 
Amendment Bill of 1886 was adinitted on all hands to be 
the Biil of the British Medical Association; and that 
what the British Medical Association had done before it 
could do again. He believed they would be only showing 
up the nakedness of the land if, with all their power, at 
the end of a great election they succeeded, perhaps, in 
introducing one member to represent the British Medical 
Association. He believed it was absolutely impossible, 
even with all their membership of 20,000, scattered over 
the country, that they could ever introduce more than 
one member; and he thought they would do themselves 
far more harm than good if they attempted to return a 
medical man as such. 

A REPRESENTATIVE then moved that the question be 
now put. 

The motion was carried. The proposed amendment was 
then put to the meeting, and lost by 61 to 44. 

Dr. R. H. WoLsTENHOLME (Salford) moved that instead 
of the word “ promote,” in the fourth line, there should be 
inserted the word “support.” If it came to the know- 
ledge of the Association that some well-known member of 
the British Medical Association, and perhaps a member of 
the Representative Meeting, was about to be asked, or had 
been asked, to stand for a constituency, and if it was 
thought that he would be a desirable man to have in 
Parliament, they ought to have the power to support him 
by a money grant. 

The motion was seconded by Mr. E. H. T. Nasu 
(East Norfolk, North Suffolk). 

Dr. H. E. Dixey (Worcester) asked whether the clause 
would authorize giving a member £300 a year. 

Dr. WoLstTENHOLME observed that the word used was 
“ candidature,” not * candidate.” 

Dr. JoHNson SmytrH (Bournemouth) asked whether 
Subclause (vi) limited the Association to the support of one 
candidate, or, was the Asscciation liable to be asked to 
support, say, a dozen ? 

The CHAIRMAN replied that the meaning of the clause in 
that respect seemed to him to be very plain: “any” was 
multiple ; any candidate who was a member of the British 
Medical Association could be supported. 

Dr. WILLIAM wart (Westminster) said that the medical 
profession stood in the foremost rank, and there was no body 
which approached their profession in wisdom, in a know- 
ledge of the world, and in a knowledge of high politics. 
The way to make people understand that was not to fight 
an election in the vulgar way in which they saw elections 
carried on in politics. If Subclause (vi) were acted upon the 
profession would be brought down to the level of ordinary 
politics. With regard to the deletion of the word “ pro- 
mote,” and the substitution of the word “support,” he 
should like to support the milder word. 

Dr. ALFRED Cox (Gateshead and Consett) asked the 
opinion of the Solicitor as to whether “promote” or 
“support” was the better term. 
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The Soniciror (Mr. Hempson) said he had just \been 
debating that very question with the Chairman. It 
seemed to him that by the lawyers in the House 
“support” might be interpreted in a wider sense than 
“ promote.” Under this clause they could only do such 
things as were permitted in the promotion of a candi- 
dature, and “ promote” was a limited expression; but when 
pes A came to ‘‘ support,” the interpretation was somewhat 
wider. 

Dr. H. E. Dixty (Worcester), in respect of the expres- 
sion “ promote the candidature of any candidate,” asked 
if it would be for the Council to decide between twenty or 
thirty applicants. It seemed to him they might get into 
a most awful mess so far as their finances were concerned. 

The CHAIRMAN thought that a matter that must be left 
to the discretion of the governing body of the Association. 
As it seemed to have escaped notice, he wished to bring to 
their notice that this was only giving power to do this 
thing if they liked. They need not do it; there was no 
compulsion. 

Dr. J. J. Macan (Croydon): Am I in order in moving 
a further amendment ? 

The CHarrmMaNn: No; there is one before the meeting at 
present. I do not think we are going to get much light 
from speeches on this question. 

Dr. J. Youna (Bolton) wanted to know what was meant 
in order that he might give an intelligent vote. Did 
“promote” only mean financial aid during candidature? 
He gathered from what the Solicitor had said that 
“support” might mean financial aid during the candi- 
dature and also maintenance after the candidature. 

The CHAIRMAN said the Solicitor certainly never made 
any such statement. The power was limited by the word 
“candidature.” They might promote a candidature or sup- 
port it, but there was no power to do anything after the 
candidature was over. 

The amendment was lost. 

The CuatrMAn observed that the next amendment was 
one by Mr. G. A. Ferraby of Nottingham, to add after 
“any member of the Association” the words, “specially 
qualified to represent the interests of the medical profes- 
sion.” [A Member: “ Of course.”] 

Mr. Ferrasy (Nottingham) said that he was himself a 
constituent of one of the gentlemen who had been referred 
to--Mr. J. H. Yoxall—who was chosen by the National 
Union of Teachers as specially qualified to represent their 
interests in Parliament, it being left to him to find a con- 
stituency for himself according to his ability to do so and 
according to his political belief. It seemed to him that 
the members of the British Medical Association might 
easily follow the same course. As medical men they 
had nothing to do with party politics, although as citizens 
they had. As medical men they might choose a medical 
man specially qualified to represent their interests and the 
interests of the public at large in relation to public health. 
He was instructed by his Division to oppose the resolution 


as it stood, but he was inclined to think his Division would } 


accept such a view as he was putting before them. He 
thought they might sink their political differences so far as 
to have an expert in Parliament whose political colour 
they might forgive even if they did not agree with him. 

Mr. E. H. T. Nas# (Kast Norfolk) seconded the resolu- 
tion for the reason he had given before, that it was of no 
use to promote the candidature of members who were only 
amateurs at this kind of work. If they were to havea 
man to represent them in Parliament they must have an 
expert such as had been mentioned in the case of 
Mr. Yoxall and Mr. Gray. 

Dr. H. E. Dixty (Worcester) opposed the amendment, 
and said he rather thought this part of the clause was 
copied from the National Union of Teachers, who, they 
knew, were unfortunately becoming a very strong political 
factor in this country. It was all very well to say they 
ought to sink their party politics, but when it should 
come to be a crucial question in imperial politics in this 
country a member, however great an expert in medicine 
he might be, would be bound to go into the lobby of his 
party, and he personally thought it would be a most 
dangerous thing and he would never do it. He believed 
the effect of passing the clause would be that there would 
be an enormous number of resignations of the British 
Medical Association. 

Mr. Percy Ross (Stratford) thought the last words of the 
amendment quite unnecessary. The clause was merely 


permissive, and the Council, having to decide whether to 
promote or support a candidate, would inquire and find 
out whether the man was specially qualified. Therefore 
he would vote against the amendment. 

The amendment was lost. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the next amendment was Dr. 
Johnson Smyth’s to elide the word “ promote ”—this word 
“promote” seemed to be creating some difficulty—and 
substitute the word “encourage” [Laughter.] It really 
was hardly worth while, was it ? 

Dr. JoHNsOoN SmMytTH (Bournemouth) thought members 
were only beginning to realize that this clause would 
land them in a shocking morass before many years were 
over. If the members thought the thing was a joke 
rather than a serious matter, their views were not the 
same as his own. He apprehended that the difficulties 
would be very considerable. 

The CHarrMAN said what he wanted to know was how 
these words were going to get them out of the difficulty. 

Dr. JoHNSON SMyTH said he moved the amendment with 
reference to the financial embarrassments they were in. 

The CHarrman: I want to emphasize again and again 
that we are tying ourselves to nothing, or rather we are 
not tying ourselves to anything. [Laughter. ] 

Dr. JoHNsoN SmytTH said his main intention was to 
make the position clear. If they accepted Subclause (vi) the 
governing body of the Association would be in a position 
of the greatest difficulty. They might have to discriminate 
between the claims of twenty members of the profession 
who might write to them for financial support. The 
thing was a sheer impossibility. It would require the 
wisdom of a Solon to weigh the merits of one m 
against -nineteen. 

The CuArrMAN said the argument applied as much to 
the word “ encourage” as to the word “promote,” so he 
did not think it was ‘getting them out of the difficulty 
at all. 

Dr. Jounson SmytH begged to differ. His idea of the 
word “ encourage ” was merely to congratulate a man. 

The CHAIRMAN said he was merely suggesting that the 
difficulty about selecting a man was as great with regard 
to the word “encourage” as to the word “promote.” 
Whatever difficulty there was in selecting one out of 
twenty men for the purpose of promoting his candidature 
would be exactly the same as selecting a man to encourage 
his candidature. 

Dr. Witt1aAmM Ewart (Westminster) seconded the amend- 
ment. and pointed out that “ encourage ” was different in toto 
coelo from “ promote” for this reason—that it uncommitted 
the Association, whereas the other word committed it. 
The Association would simply be saying, ‘“ We will give 
our encouragement to a certain man.” 

Mr. J. Youne (Bolton) wished to know if the word 
“encourage ” carried any financial help with it ? 

The amendment was lost. 

The CuatrRMAN said the next amendment was one by 
Dr. Fothergill to add these words : 

And subsequently support an elected candidate in Parlia 
ment or in any legislative assembly during the tenancy of 
his office. 

That was a very important addition indeed. 

Dr. ForHeracitt (Wandsworth) said he would like to 
explain that the Charter simply gave power to help a man 
to get into the House, but when he should be once there 
the Association would have no power to give him any 
funds to help to keep him there. It seemed to him most 
desirable that the Association should have that power. 

Dr. E. D. Kirsy (Birmingham Central) seconded the 
amendment. If it was only permissive it was highly 
desirable that the Association should have the power. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead and Consett) supported the amend- 
ment. He thought if the power was to be permissive it 
would give the Association a free hand in the future; and 
he thought that if once they got into the position of 
desiring to support the candidature of a member of Par- 
liament, the Association would be no less backward than 
the National Union of.Teachers in keeping him there. 

Mr. Nasu thought Dr. Fothergill had raised a most im- 
portant point, and it was one which the Committee who at 
one time had investigated the matter considered very fully® 
As Dr.Cox had very rightly put it: when they were educated 
up to the point of sending a member whom they would 
expect to work for them heart and soul and to give up his 
time and practice to look after their interests in the House 
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of Commons, he must have some means of livelihood, and 
if they were going to support his candidature they must 
go further and support a member when he was in. 
Although it was strictly permissive, this clause was most 
important, and the attitude which the Committee took 
upon the matter was that the funds and the present 
position of the Association did not warrant any action 
being taken at present. The Committee had no desire to 
rush the Association into anything. 

Dr. H. E. Dixey (Worcester) said he was a little bit 
doubtful at first about the word “ promote,” and he was 
not at all surprised to find a resolution proposing that 
they would have to support a member; and he wished 
again to very strongly urge against this growing tendency 
to create paid politicians. If they were simply to send 
a man to Parliament as a delegate, and he knew he was 
going to get his £300 or £400a year to vote upon any 
subject according to the lights of the body that sent 
him, they would have no independence of members in the 
House. 

The amendment was lost. 

The CHAtRMAN said the next amendment was one by 
Dr. Pope to insert after the word “ promote” these words— 
“otherwise than by providing pecuniary assistance.” 

Dr. F. M. Pore (Leicester) said he was sure that half the 
members in that room had not contemplated having to 
support a man, and a good many of them thought they 
were not committing themselves to “ pecuniary assistance.” 
He had put this amendment forward in order that they 
might have a clear issue, and understand that they were 
committing themselves possibly to supporting people in 
Parliament from whose general views and general attitude 
they might possibly disagree. 

Dr. SINCLAIR WHITE seconded the amendment. 

The amendment was lost. 

Dr. C. E. RoBertson ((ilasgow Southern) suggested that 
they should have powers to oppose as well as to support. 
Supposing there was a man whom the Association would 
like not to get in, a man likely to do harm to the profession, 
should not they have power to oppose him ? 

The CaarrRMaN said that might be effected by promoting 
the candidature of his opponent. 

Dr. RoBertson proposed that the words ‘‘ or to oppose” 
should be inserted after the word “ promote.” 

There being no seconder, the amendment fell to the 
ground, and Subclause (vi) was carried. 


Further Subclauses. 

Mr. VERRALL moved Subclause (vii). 

Dr. JoHn Mttter (Barnstaple, Exeter) moved that 
the whole subclause be deleted. 

Mr. GrorGr Jackson (Plymouth and Truro) supported, 
and pointed out that it was proposed to take proceedings 
before the (:eneral Medical Council. It was well known 
that members of the Council were members of the Associa- 
tion, and, in consequence of the proposed subclause, many 
had taken alarm, and were resigning membership of the 
Association. He thought it a very serious matter if they 
were to put themselves in such a position as that a large 
number of members of the Council would have to resign 
their membership of the Association. 

Mr. Nasu (East Norfolk) suggested the difficulty was got 
over by members of the Association not sitting on the 
Council when a case was brought up by the Association. 
He thought it very important that the Association should 
take up cases as suggested by the subclause. 

Mr. Verratt pointed out that the subclauses were 
merely permissive. The power to take up medical defence 
was one of the main reasons why the Charter had been 
proposed, and to crop out the subclauses would be to put 
the clock back in a most absurd way. Further than that, 
the subclauses were one of the things which the Colonial 
Branches were particularly desirous of having. 

Dr. JAMES CARMICHAEL (North-East Edinburgh) inquired 
whether it was the fact that the President of the General 
Medical Council and several of the members or all the 
members who were also members of the British Medical 
Association had tendered their resignations as the result 
of the communication which had come to the General 
Medical Council from the Association. 

The CHAIRMAN said the only information he had was 
that the President of the General Medical Council had 
tendered his resignation, but whether other members had 
he could not tell. Even if it were so, however, it only 


meant the temporary loss of about twenty members to the 
Association. 

Dr. McKenziz Jounston (North-West Edinburgh) 
stated he had seen a letter from the Solicitor of the 
General Medical Council saying that the proper procedure 
was not to retire when a particular case was being con- 
sidered, but to retire from the Association. 

The CHAIRMAN replied that that was what he meant by a 
temporary loss—that those members of the Association 
who became members of the General Medical Council 
might have to retire from the Association so long as they 
held that position. 

Dr. J.S. Darina (Portadown and West Down) said in 
Ireland they felt very strongly that they wanted the 
powers proposed by the subclause. 

The CHAIRMAN then put the amendment, which was lost. 

Mr. G. Jackson (Plymouth and Truro) moved to omit 
the words “including proceedings before the General 
Medical Council.” There was no reason why they should not 
take up medical defence. A great part of the work done 
was to defend members before courts of law, and by advice 
and so on to prevent them being blackmailed. 

The amendment, being seconded, was then put and lost. 

Subclause (vii) was then put by Mr. VERRALL as it stood, 
and agreed to without further discussion. 

He then moved Subclause (viii) : 

(viii) May provide facilities for sales or transfers of medical 
practices, for the arrangement of medical partnerships and 
for the engagement of qualified assistants and temporary 
substitutes for medical practitioners being members of the 
Association. 

Dr. JonN MILLER (Barnstaple, Exeter) moved the 
deletion of the clause. 

The amendment on being put §was lost, and Sub- 
clause (viii) was carried as it stood 


Benevolent Funds. 

Mr. VERRALL moved Subclause (ix): 

(ix) May establish, endow, contribute to, organize and 
manage provident or benevolent funds for the benefit or 
assistance of members of the Association or of the medical 
profession and their families or dependents, and of the 
staff employed by the Association. 

Dr. WoLSTENHOLME (Salford) moved to delete the words 
“or of the medical profession.” He thought they ought 
to encourage thrift and not lack of thrift. It was their 
duty as an Association to provide first of all for the 
members of the Association. 

Dr. GUILLEMARD (Cape Town), as a Colonial Repre- 
sentative, had a doubt whether the subclause applied to 
foreign Branches. He asked the question because he had 
been one of the first members of the Medical Sickness and 
Accident Society when in practice in England many years 
ago. When he went to the Colonies he had to give up the 
whole thing without his premiums being commuted. If 
one joined a society at home and on going abroad got no 
commutation, there was not very much likelihood of men 
joining. All ordinary sickness and insurance societies 
allowed people to reside anywhere practically. His own 
sickness society allowed him to go abroad, but the Medical 
Sickness and Accident Society would not. 

The Sonicitor (Mr. Hempson) said the Association was 
not restricted in the sense iadicated by the last speaker. 
They might establish, endow, contribute to, and provide 
the things proposed for members of the Association or 
members of the medical profession. It was not restricted 
to the United Kingdom, and his view was that it could be 
done wherever the Association had members. 

Mr. Nasu (East Norfolk) seconded Dr. Wolstenholme’s 
amendment for the reason that it would be a weapon to 
increase their membership. He wanted every one in the 
Association to feel that it was something to him, and if 
they made their Association such that no one could afford 
to stop out, it would be a great thing. He wanted to 
limit the funds of the Association to the benefit of its 
members. 

Mr. H. A. Baxiancre (Norwich and West Norfolk) 
remembered the proposition coming up the previous 
year at Caxton Hall, when he had the pleasure of moving 
its rejection. Hedid not think they should restrict their 
powers in regard to Benevolent Funds to the members of 
their Association. It was not worthy of the Association, 
and he hoped the meeting would not pass the amendment. 

Dr. J. Brown agreed that the amendment was unworthy 
ofa medical association. It was not right to bind their 
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hands so as not to be able to help a medical brother—one 
of their own profession—simply for the reason that he 
was not a member of their Association. Their coffers 
might be running over, and they would not be able to 
help their medical brethren. He asked whether such a 
proposition was worthy of a medical man, or any man, 
and he hoped they would not put that blot or stain on 
their Charter. 

Mr. Geo. Brown (Devonport) inquired whether tle 
passing of the amendment would prevent their subscribing 
to such institutions as the British Medical Benevolent 
Fund. At the present moment they were doing excellent 
work in supporting that Fund, and he would be very sorry 
to place a barrier in the way of their assisting an organi- 
zation which had for its principal object the relief of 
members of tle medical profession. 

The CHAIRMAN replied that the passing of the amend- 
ment would preclude the Association from subscribing a 
penny to anything outside the Association. 

After some further discussion the amendment was put 
to the meeting and lost. 

Dr. GUILLEMARD moved to insert after the word 
‘“‘ Association” the words “at home or abroad.” He 
explained that he had been a member of the Medical 
Sickness and Insurance Association for some years before 
going to reside abroad. Directly he left the country the 
Association said it could not administer funds abroad, and 
his premiums were thrown away. It was a rule of the 
Society and was not unjust in that way, but the principle 
was unjust, and he thought they ought to put in the words 
‘at home or abroad ” explicitly. 

Dr. R. Ester (Lambeth) seconded. 

Mr. P. Rose inquired if the words were really necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN said the Solicitor had expressed the 
opinion that they were not really necessary, but Dr. 
Guillemard wanted to have them put in so that it might 
be left to counsel to decide afterwards. 

On the amendment being put the CHAtRMAN declared it 
carried. 

Dr. E. D. Ktrsy moved an amendment (seconded by 
Dr. ForaERGILL) to insert in the third line of Subclause (ix) 
“or dental,” and alter the word “profession” to “ pro- 
fessions.” He hoped the meeting would remember the 
clause was only permissive, and thought the wider the 
liberties they had the better. If they wished to amal- 
gamate with the Medical Sickness and Accident Society, 
which had been already alluded to, they would not be 
able to do it unless the words ‘‘ or dental ” were inserted. 

On the amendment being put the CHAIRMAN declared it 
lost by 1 vote. 

Subclause (ix) was then put by Mr. VERRALL and agreed 
to without further discussion. 


Further Subclauses. 

Mr. VERRALL then moved the following subclause : 

(x) May undertake and carry out the execution of any trusts 
which the Association may deem to be directly or in- 
directly conducive to the interests of the Association or 
of the medical profession or any branch thereof. 

Dr. JouHN MILLER moved an amendment that the words 

“ or of the medical profession or any branch thereof” be 
deleted. 

The amendment was put to the meeting and lost. 

Subclause (x) was then put and carried. 

Mr. VERRALL moved the following subclause : 

(xi) ay take such other means (whether of the same nature 
as the means hereinbefore stated or not) as may seem to 
the Association incidental or conducive tothe promotion 
or carrying out of the foregoing objects or any of them. 

The resolution was carried without discussion. 

(At this juncture the Representative Meeting adjourned 

for an hour.) 
CLavusE 3. 
Mr. VERRALL moved that the following stand part of the 
Charter : 

3. The Association shall not carry on any trade or business 
(except so far.as the same may be involved in the exercise 
of their powers with respect to any of the matters men- 
tioned in paragraphs (ii), (iii), (iv) and (viii) of the last 
preceding clause) nor engage in any transaction with a 
view to the pecuniary profit or gain of the individual 


members thereof, provided that this shall not preclude 
the Association from applying its funds in any manner 
within the contemplation and intention of the last 
preceding clause of these Presents, or in the remunera- 
— of on of the Association for services actually 
rendered. 


The CuHarrman stated that there was an amendment to 
this by the Salisbury Division ; but on the strength of the 
other part which that Division had proposed being rejected 
they withdrew their amendment. 

Clause 3 was agreed to. 


CLAUSE 4, 
Mr. VERRALL then moved Clause 4: 


4. The first members of the Association shall be the persons 
named in the Register of the members of the existing 
Association which has been certified by 

(the Secretary of the existing Association) 
as complete and correct and bears even date with the 
Order in Council for the preparation of the Warrant for 
passing this Our Charter under the Great Seal of the 
United Kingdom. Ordinary members of the Associa- 
tion shall hereafter be elected in such manner as may 
be from time to time prescribed by the Ordinances and 
By-laws of the Association. 


This was agreed to. 
CLAUSE 5. 
The following was then moved by Mr. VERRALL and 
agreed to: 


5.—(1) The Association shall have power to elect as honorary 
members such persons, and in such manner as the By- 
laws of the Association may provide, and to admit 
members so elected to such privileges other than that 
of voting as members of the Association, as may from 
ag to time be conferred on them by or under the 

y-laws. 


Mr. VERRALL then moved: 


(2) Each Division or Branch hereinafter mentioned of the 
Association shall have power to admit to certain of the 
privileges of membership of such Division or Branch, 
other than that of voting, members of the Association 
who are not entitled to be ordinary members of such 
Division or Branch and each Division or Branch of the 
Association not in the United Kingdom shall have 
power to admit to certain of the privileges of member- 
ship of such Division or Branch, other than that of 
voting, members of the medical profession, or persons 
distinguished in other sciences, who are not eligible for 
election as ordinary members of the Association. The 
By-laws of the Association may prescribe the designa- 
tion under which persons shall be admitted to such 
privileges, the nature of the privileges to be conferred 
upon them, and the conditions of admission thereto. 


Dr. FoTHERGILL said that the clause gave Divisions and 
Branches outside the United Kingdom power to admit, 
without the power to vote, certain people who could not 
become members of the Association. He would suggest 
that Divisions and branches inside the United Kingdom 
should have the same privilege. 

Mr. VERRALL said that so far as the Organization Com- 
mittee went they accepted the suggestion. They thought 
that it was sound. 

The proposal of Dr. Fothergill was agreed to. 

Clause 5 as a whole was then put and agreed to. 


CLAUSE 6. 
Mr. VERRALL then moved the following : 


6.—(1) For the better attainment of the objects of the 
Association the members thereof shall be formed into 
local bodies styled Divisions and Branches. 

(2) A Division shall comprise such body of Members as 
the Association shall in the manner prescribed by the 
Ordinances of the Association declare to be a Division, 
and a@ Branch shall be such Division, or such group of 
Divisions, as the Association shall in like manner 
declare to be a Branch. ; 

(3) Each Division shall have a local area to be fixed from 
time to time by or in accordance with the provisions 
contained in the Ordinances. 

(4) Every Member whose address as ee for the 
time being in the books of the Association is at a place 
situate within the area of any Division shall ipso facto 
be an Ordinary Member of that Division and of no other, 
and every Ordinary Member of a Division shall ipso 
facto be an Ordinary Member of the Branch which 
comprises that Division and of no other. 

sas bop all other respects the Divisions and Branches shall 

eso constituted, managed, and governed, and shall have 
such powers, rights, and privileges and shall be under 
such obligations, as shall be prescribed by or under the 
Ordinances and By-laws for the time being, and the By- 
laws may provide for contributions, grants and su 
scriptions out of the general funds of the Association to 
Divisions or Branches, and may impose on the Members 
of any Division or Branch such obligations towards the 
Association, and the Division and Branch respectively. 
as may seem to the Association to be expedient, and 


328 


SPECIAL REPRESENTATIVE MEETING, 


[June 8, 1907. 


may empower any Division or Branch to make (subject 
or not subject to the approval of the Association) any 
rules in relation to the affairs thereof and to vary and 
repeal any such rales. 

Mr. B. W. Housman (Stockport, Macclesfield, and East 
Cheshire) said that he had been instructed by the 
Stockport Division to move the following amendment 
to Clauses 6 and 7: 

That this Division is of opinion that under the Charter the 

pours now exercised by the Representative Body should 
vested in the Council, and that Divisions, where they 
are retained, should be merely voluntary associations of 
members for local purposes. 
He stood in the same difficulty as another member stood 
earlier in the day, because the wishes of the Division 
which he represented did not happen to coincide with his 
own views. It was somewhat unfortunate that since the 
passing of the amendment those gentlemen who were 
instrumental in passing it had not, for one reason or 
another, acquainted him with the reasons which had 
prompted them to pass it. Therefore he felt that he could 
not very well bring forth any arguments in favour of the 
proposal. It had been suggested by the Chairman that 
he should divide the resolution into two parts, and so he 
would move first: 

That under the Charter, Divisions, where they are retained, 
should be merely voluntary associations of members for 
local purposes. 

He understood that the object of his Division was to 
restore to the Branches the powers which had been taken 
away under the new constitution, and to make the 
Divisions simply voluntary organizations. 

Dr. BrapsHaw supported the amendment. He believed 
that it had been framed exactly in the terms used by him 
in a letter which appeared in the British MeEpIcaL 
JOURNAL on April 27th. There was one thing which he 
was pleased to see, and that was that the Representatives 
of the Divisions were most thoroughly loyal. He thought 
that that was a most admirable quality, and he only 
wished that they were in a position where their loyalty 
would be of more practical value. He should like to see 
those enthusiastic gentlemen who came up year after year 
and gave their valuable time to the Association, members 
of the Council. There, he thought, they would find a still 
larger field for the exercise of theira ‘ies. He proposed 
that the Divisions should be volunta.y bodies within a 
Branch and that they should be used for local purposes. 
The weak point in the present constitution was that the 
members throughout the country, whether they liked it 
or not, must be united into so-called Divisions; and he 
found that the effect of the Divisions was not to unite, 
but to divide. [“‘No.”] He was not speaking for the expe- 
rience of gentlemen where the local conditions were 
different. In his own city of Liverpool those who lived 
on the east side of Rodney Street were in a different 
Division from those living on the west side. That was 
a most unfortunate thing; but he maintained that under 
the present constitution, under which every Division 
was entitled to send a member to the Representa- 
tive Meeting, it was only natural that they should 
wish to have as many Divisions as the constitu- 
tion would allow. Suppose that the whole of Liverpool 
was one Division. Would the meetings be as well attended 
as those of the Lancashire and Cheshire Branch? He 
was perfectly certain that they would not. They already 
had a very influential Medical Society in Liverpool], and 
they did not require another; but they did want, and he 
hoped they would always Lave, a great society including 
the whole of Lancashire and Cheshire, where men who had 
not the advantage of large societies, such as the Liverpool 
Medical Institution, could all meet together as friends and 
as colleagues for the interchange of views. Time after 
time members of the Association had said to him, “ When 
you have given up holding your Divisional meetings 
I will come to your Branch.” They said, “ We cannot 
understand it; they are not worth attending.” Asa matter 
of fact, he did know that as arule they considered it a very 
good Divisional meeting if they had a dozen members 
present, but, as a general rule, they had to be content with 
six or seven. The tendency of the times seemed to be to 
exalt the Divisions at the expense of the Branches. The 
Branches had an historical interest, and it was the 
Branches who were the making of the great British 
Medical Association. 

Mr. G, H. BroapBent (Manchester, North) said that the 


Divisions, if properly worked out, would, in course of time, 
redound to the benefit of the Association. It depended 
entirely on how they were worked out. If gentlemen did 
not want to work thein out they did not. He found that 
Dr. Bradshaw and his friends, when they wanted support 
at election time, were very pleased to talk very nicely 
about the Divisions. 

Dr. ALFRED Cox (Gateshead and Consett) did not think 
it was necessary for him or anybody else to undertake in 
that meeting the defence of the Division system. The 
meeting itself was the best possible defence of that system 
to be found. Those who had taken an interest in the 
annual meetings of the British Medical Association for 
years could remember what they called the Annual 
General Meeting, and how resolutions were carried and 
treated as pious resolutions, and were taken no further 
notice of. When one contrasted that state of things with 
the present, where they had a large number of men picked 
from various localities in the country coming together, 
many of them with a direct mandate, there could be no 
question at all that Dr. Bradshaw’s view of the present 
state of the Association was a distorted one. Dr. Brad- 
shaw was asking the meeting to make a revolutionary 
change merely because the Liverpool people had made a 
mistake in dividing their areas. What reason was that 
why other Branches, which had been more successful and 
more far-seeing, should go back to the old state of things ” 
However badly some of the Divisions did their work, it 
was a matter of absolute knowledge that a great deal more 
interest was taken collectively in the election of Repre- 
sentatives than was taken collectively in the election of 
the men on the Central Council. It would be absolutely 
ridiculous to attempt to go back to a state of things which 
had been tried and found decidedly wanting. 

Mr. VERRALL thought it would be a thousand pities if, 
after the amount of trial they had had, they were to abolish 
the Divisions and at the same time abolish the Repre- 
sentative Meeting. He did not think anybody who had 
the history of the Association before him could have any 
doubt whatever that, no matter what the shortcomings of 
the system might be, and whatever its failures and limita- 
tions might be, the amount of interest collectively in the 
Association at the present moment was vastly in excess of 
anything shown in former times. 

Mr. W. H. Horrocks (Bradford) said that although he 
could not go fully to the extent that Dr. Bradshaw had gone, 
he still felt it was very bad policy indeed to set the Divisions 
against the Branches in the way this amendment proposed 
to do. Each of the Divisions having Representatives ought 
to have a fair share in the government of the Association, 
and the Branches who represented a different set of 
men ought to have more veto than was given by some of 
the proposed constitutions. He thought it was a very 
great mistake to shout down and to listen with such 
impatience to the expressions of opinion by the Council. 
The Council, having concentrative power, ought to have 
more vetoing power than they have at present. It was 
idle to put them up asa Council and then to say they 
were merely executive. 

The CHaieMaN called the attention of the speaker to the 
fact that the question before the meeting was whether the 
Divisions should remain simply as local bodies for local 
purposes. 

Dr. Horrocks said he could not support the proposition 
to the extent suggested. 

The Stockport resolution was then put and lost. 

Mr. VERRALL moved Clause 6, which, there being no 
amendment thereto, stood part of the Charter. 


CLAUSE 7. 
Mr. VERRALL moved Clause 7 giving control to the body 
of Representatives. 


7. The general control and direction of the policy and affairs 
of the Association shall be vested in a body of Repre- 
sentatives (hereinafter called the ‘‘ Representative 
Body”) elected by the Divisions in accordance with the 
provisions of the Ordinances and the By-laws. The 
Representative Body shall hold an annual meeting (here- 
inafter called the ‘‘ Annual Representative Meeting”) and 
may hold other meetings (hereinafter called ‘‘ Special 
Representative Meetings ”). 


Mr. B. W. Housman (Stockport, Macclesfield, and East 
Cheshire) moved, under the same circumstances, that the 
powers now vested in the Representative Body should be 
vested in the Council. 
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The amendment was lost. 
Dr. JoHN (Barnstaple, Exeter) expressed 
the opinion that the control should not be left altogether 
to the body of Representatives. and moved the insertion 
of the words “with the consent of the Council” after 
‘body of Representatives.” 

Tne amendment was lost, and Clause 7 was agreed to. 


CLAUSE 8, 
Clause 8, which runs as follows, was agreed to: 


8. There sball be a Central Council (hereinafter called ‘‘ the 
Council”) which shall, save as otherwise provided by the 
Ordinances, carry into execution resolutions passed by 
the Representative Body, and administer the affairs of 
the Association in accordance with this Our Charter and 
the Ordinances and the By-laws, and shall exercise such 
powers and do such acts and things as may he exercised 
or done by the Association, and are not bv the Provisions 
of this Our Charter or the Ordinances or By-laws directed 
to be exercised or done by the Representative Body. 


CLAUSE 9. 
Clause 9, which runs as follows, was next discussed: 


9.—(1) The Ordinances of the Association may (subject to 
tbe provisions of this Our Charter) 

(a) Prescribe the qualifications for membership of the 
Association and the other terms of such membership 
and prescribe or limit the amount of the subscriptions 
to be paid by members. 

(6) Provide for the resignation of membership and for the 
removal from or other modes of termination of 
membership of the Association. 

(c) Provide for the formation of Divisions and Branches 
and other loca! bodies. > 

(da) Provide for and prescribe the constitution and powers 
of the Representative Body and the Council and the 
mode of election of the members thereof respectively. 

(e) Provide for the holding of meetings of the Association 
and of the Representative Body and of the Council. 

(f) Provide for the appointment of officers of the Asso- 
ciation. 

(g) Provide for the payment of the personal expenses 
incurred by members in connexion with their attend- 
ance at meetings of the Representative Body or of 
the Council or of any Committee of either of the 
said bodies or at any Conference authorized by the 
Representative Body or by the Council. 

(h) Provide for the audit of the accounts of the Asso- 
ciation. 

(<) Empower the Representative Body (subject or not 
subject to the consent of the Council or other restric- 
tions) to make and from time to time to add to, amend, 
alter or repeal By-laws for regulating (subject to this 
Our Charter and the Ordinances of the Association) the 
proceedings of the Representative Body and the 
Council and any Committee thereof respectively 
and the conduct of the business and affairs of the 
Association and any other matters which require to 
be so regulated. 

(j) Provide for the government of the Association in all 
respects not otherwise provided for by this Our 
Charter. 

(2) The first Ordinances of the Association shall be those set 
forth in the lst Schedule hereto and the same are hereby 
declared to be valid and effectual to all intents and pur- 
poses whatsoever. The Ordinances (including the first 
Ordinances) may be added to, amended, altered or 
repealed, and new Ordinances made from time to time 
by the Representative Body subject to such restrictions 
(if any) as may be geen by the Ordinances. Pro- 
vided that no such addition, amendment, alteration, 
repeal or new Ordinance shall have any force or effect 
until allowed by The Lords of Our Privy Council, of 
which allowance a certificate under the hand of the Clerk 
of Our Privy Council shall be conclusive evidence. Any 
addition, amendment, alteration, repeal or new Ordinance 
so allowed shall be conclusively deemed to have been in 
all respects duly made and to be valid and effectual for 
all purposes. 


Clause 9 (1), (a) to (f) inclusive, was approved. 

Mr. C. R. Straton (Salisbury) said he was instructed to 
move that in Subclause (g) the word “personal” be 
deleted, and the word “ travelling” substituted. The word 
“personal ’ raised an extremely delicate point as to how 
much a man ought to have for his personal expenses. 
Another thing, the funds of the Association were unfit for 
such an expenditure as that would involve. 

Mr. VERRALL thought that once more it was necessary for 
him to explain that this was not the machinery for carry- 
ing out the work of the Association, but a series of per- 


missive resolutions for adopting the working machinery. , 


It would be found that the By-laws did not provide for 
anything beyond travelling expenses, and he hoped that 
the contest they had had on this first part of the draft 
Charter would clear the ground when they came to discuss 
the machinery. If they would insist, while discussing 
these permissive resolutions, upon also discussing the 
machinery, he hoped they would not discuss them again 
when they came to deal with the machinery. 

Mr. C. R. Straton (Salisbury) said the resolution he 
had to propose was that it should not be permissive. 

Dr. ROBERTSON suggested after the word “ expenses ” 
the addition of “ as defined by the By: laws.” 

The Soriciror said it did not seem to him that these 
words would be necessary. They must define somewhere 
what they were going to pay, and whether it was defined 
in the Ordinances or in the By-laws was perfectly imma- 
terial. This was merely a permissive power to do it, and 
they would not be able to do it unless they took power to 
do it. Ifthey took that power, either in the Ordinances 
or in the By-laws, there that power would be, and they 
could exercise it when they wanted to do so. 

Dr. RoBeRtson suggested that the word “personal’ 
should be left out. 

The Soxic1Tor said if they left out the word “ perzonal ” 
they would not have power to do it. It had been the 
crying wish of the Association that this should be in, and 
if this was cut out they would have to go for a revision of 
the Charter in the future, which would be a difficult thing 
to get. 

Dr. W. Murr SmitH (Eastbourne, Hastings) asked if it 
would not be wise to postpone the discussion of this until 
they came to 23. 

The CHAIRMAN said he could see no reason for that. As 
the Solicitor had explained, the governing and dominant 
note of the whole of this Charter was that it did not 
compel them to do anything. What they wanted to keep in 
mind was that it gave them permission to do anything, 
but did not force them to doit. The governing part, the 
by-laws, was a different thing. 

On a division being taken, two voted for Mr. Straton’s 
amendment, which was therefore lost. The subclause and 
the remainder of Clause 9 were then approved. 


10. 
Mr. VERRALL proceeded to move Clause 10 as follows: 


10. The first By-laws shall be those set forth in the Second 
Schedule hereto, and the same are hereby declared to be 
valid and effectual to all intents and purposes whatsoever 
until the same shall be amended, altered, or repealed in 
pursuance of the powers conferred by the Ordinances, 


which was agreed to without discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN observed that with regard to these reso- 
lutions the question had been asked whether two-thirds 
majority was necessary. These were purely academical 
discussions, and the resolutions only required a simple 
majority. It would be a different thing when they came 
to the question of applying for the Charter. 


Criavses 11, 12, 13, 14. 

Mr. VERRALL moved Clauses 11, 12, 13, and 14, upon 
which no discussion arose, and they were approved by the 
meeting: 

11. The Representatives of Divisions of the existing Asso- 
ciation, who shall be holding office as such at the date 
when this Our Charter comes into operation, shall be 
deemed to be the first Representatives of the Divisions 
of the Association, and shall continue to hold office as 
such until their successors are appointed in pursuance 
of this Our Charter and members of the Council of the 
existing Association holding office at the date when this 
Our Charter comes into operation shall be deemed to be 
the members of and to form the first Council of the 
Association, and shall continue to act assuch until the 
new Council is elected in pursuance of this Our Charter, 
and the several officers and Committees of the existing 
Association shall continue to hold their respective offices 
and discharge their respective duties and receive such 
emoluments, if any, as pertain to the offices which they 
fill until it sball be otherwise determined in pursuance 
of this Our Charter, and the Divisions and Branches of 
the existing Association, with their Officers, Councils, 
and Committees existing and holding office respectively 
at the date of the grant of this Charter shall be deemed 
to be Divisions and Branches, Officers, Councils, and 
Committees constituted or appointed in pursuance of 
this Our Charter, and shall continue until otherwise 
determined in pursuance of this Our Charter. 

12. It shall be lawful for Us, Our Heirs and Successors by 
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3 supplemental Charter to add to, amend, or repeal the 
provisions of this Our Charter or any of them provided 
: that a resolution to accept and approve such supple- 

mental Charter shall have been passed by a majority of 


: : not less than two-thirds of the votes given thereon in the 


manner prescribed by the By-laws for the time being at 
a Representative Meeting specially summoned for the 
G purpose. Any such resolution shall have effect subject 
to such approval or confirmation (if any) as may from 
time to time be required by the Ordinances with respect 
to the amendment of an Ordinance. 
It shall be lawful for the Association by a resolution of 
the Representative Body passed at a Representative 
Meeting specially summoned for the purpose by such 


13, 


aN majority as mentioned in the last preceding clause 


hereof and subject to such approval or confirmation as 
therein mentioned to surrender this Our Charter and to 
wind up the affairs of the Association, but if on the 
winding up or dissolution of the Association there shall 
remain after the satisfaction of all its debts and liabilities 
any property whatsoever, the same shall not be paid to 
or distributed among the members of the Association or 
any of them, but shall, subject to any special trusts 
affecting the same, be given and transferred to some 
other institution or institutions having objects similar 
to the objects of the Association to be determined by 
the Representative Body at or before the time of 
dissolution, or in default thereof by a judge of the 
Chancery Division of Our High Court of Justice. 

14. Lastly, We do hereby for Us. Our Heirs and Successors, 
grant that these Our Letters Patent shall be in and by all 
things good, firm, valid, suflicient, and effectual in law, 


Pe ca notwithstanding any omission, imperfection, defect, 
ee matter, cause, or thing whatsoever to the contrary 


thereof in these Our Letters Patent contained, and shall 
i be taken, construed, and adjudged in the most favour- 


t j able and beneficial sense, and to the best advantage of 


and for the Association, as well as in Our Courts of 
Record as elsewhere, notwithstanding any recital, 
mis-recital, uncertainty, or imperfection in these Our 
Letters Patent. 
ORDINANCES. 
The meeting then proceeded to the consideration of the 


First Schedule. 
SECTION I. 


Preliminary. 


Mr. VERRALL moved Section I, which defined the 
meaning of Ordinances, By-laws, etc. 


2g The section was agreed to without discussion. 

we 1—(1) In these Ordinances (where not repugnant to the 
context) 

ae. (a) ‘‘ The Charter” means and includes the Royal Charter 


granted in the year 1907, and incorporating the British 

Medical Association and any amendment thereof, and 
any supplemental Charter for the time being held by 
| that Association. 


ess (6) ‘‘The Ordinances ” means the Ordinances for the time 


being of the Association. 

(c) ‘*The By-laws” means the By-laws for the time being 
of the Association. 

(d) ‘*The JoURNAL” means the BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL 
or other the professional journal for the time being 
published by the Association. 

(2) Words occurring in these Ordinances and also occur- 
ring in the Charter shall bear the same respective 
meanings in these Ordinances as they bear in the 
Charter. 

2. The Interpretation Act, 1889, shall apply for the purpose 
of the interpretation of these Ordinances as it applies 
for the interpretation of an Act of Parliament. 

3. These Ordinances shall be construed so as not to conflict 
with the Charter. 


SECTION II. 
Mr. VERRALL next moved, clause by clause, Section If, 
dealing with eligibility and membership, as follows: 


Membership : Eligibility. 

4. \uy medical practitioner registered in the United King- 
dom under the Medical .\cts, and any medical prac- 
titioner residing within the area ef any Branch ot the 
Association situate in any part of the British Empire 
other than the United Kingdom, who is so registered or 
possesses such medical qualification as shall, subject to 
the By-laws, be ecg by the rules of the said 
Branch, shall be eligible as a member of the Association. 
Subject as aforesaid the mode and conditions of election 
to membership shall from time to time be determined by 
or in accordance with the By-laws. 


Subscriptions. 
5. Every member shall pay to the Association a subscription 
of such amount as may for the time being be prescribed 
‘ by the By-laws. The said subscription shall be con- 
sidered due in advance on the first of January of each 
year, or in the case of members elected during the year 
at the time of election. 


6. Each year’s subscription shall entitle the member to all 
privileges of membership of the Association, including 
that of receiving the JoURNAL for the current year, and 
to the ordinary privileges of membership of that 
Division and of that Branch of which he is an ordinary 
member. 

Re-ecligibility. 

7. No person who shall have been a member of the Associa- 
tion and ceased to be such shall be eligible for re-election 
until he shall have paid all arrears of subscription (if 
apy) due from him to the Associstion at the date when 
his former a ceased, and no person whose 
former membership shall have been terminated by 
reason of his conviction or expulsion as hereinafter pro- 
vided shall be eligible for re-election by any Branch 
Council without the sanction previously obtained of the 
Central Council. 

Duration of Membership. 

8. Every member whether one of the first members or 4 sub- 
sequently elected member shall remain a member until 
his membership is terminated in accordance with the 
provisions hereinafter contained. 


Termination of Membership. 
9. Membership of the Association may be terminated in any 
of the following ways—namely : 

(a) By resignation subject to such notice as may be pro- 
vided for by the By-laws and subject to the provisions 
of the next succeeding Ordinance. 

(b) Ipso facto by default in the payment of subscriptions 
to the Association for such period as may be prescribed 
by the By-laws. 

(c) Ipso facto upon sentence (after conviction in a court of 
justice of any crime) to imprisonment with hard labour 
without the option of a fine or to any greater punish- 
ment, or upon erasure from the Medical Register 
under Section 29 of the Medical Act of 1858, or upon 
forfeiture through misconduct of the medical qualifi- 
cation by virtue of which the member shall have been 
eligible for membership. 

(d) By expulsion (after the inquiry and in the manner 
prescribed in the next succeeding Ordinance) on the 
ground that the conduct of the member is detrimental 
to the honour and interests of the medical profession 
or Association or calculated to bring the profession into 
disrepute, or on the ground tbat the member has 
wilfully and persistently refused to comply with the 
regulations of the Association or the rules of any 
Division or Branch of which he may be a member. 


Expulsion. 

10. (a) The Council shall have power, on the representation 
of any Division or Branch, and after due inquiry, of 
which not less than fourteen days’ notice, specifying 
a time and place at which he may be heard in his 
defence, shall have been served on the member in 
the manner prescribed by the By-laws, finally to expel 
from membership of the Association any member of 
such Division or Branch whose conduct shall be held 
by the Council to be such as renders him liable to 
expulsion under paragraph (d) of the last preceding 
Ordinance. 

(b) The Council of each Branch out of the United Kingdom 
having a membership of not less than thirty shall 
have power, on the representation of any two member3 
of such Branch, and at a Special Meeting convened at 
not less than one month’s notice, and after due 
inquiry, of which not less than twenty-eight days’ 
notice in writing specifying a time and place at which 
he may be heard in his defence shall have been given 
to the member, to expel from membership of the 
Association any member of such Branch whose cor- 
duct shall be held by the Council of the Branch to 
be such as renders him liable to expulsion under 
paragraph (d) of the last preceding Ordinance. 

(c) A majority of two-thirds of those present and voting 
at a meeting, whether of the Council or of a Branch 
Council, shall be required for the purpose of exercising 
the powers conferred by the last two preceding clauses. 

(ad) When a member is expelled he shall, notwithstanding 
that he has ceased to be a member, be liable to pay all 
sums due from him to the Association, or any 
Division or Brauch thereof, at the time of his 
expulsion. 

(e) No member in regard to whom a representation as 
aforesaid has been made, or whose conduct is under 
investigation, or is the subject of inquiry by the 
Council or by a Branch Council, or by any Council 
or Committee of a Division, or by any Committee 
authorized in that behalf by any such Council as 
aforesaid, shall be capable of effectively resigning his 
membership o7 the Association until the investigation 
or inquiry is completed, and the decision thereunder 
is made known. An inquiry or investigation shall, 
for the purpose of this clause, be deemed to com- 
mence at the time when the matter of such investi- 
gation or inquiry is first brought officially under the 
notice of the body authorized by, or in pursuance of, 
this Ordinance to make such investigation or inquiry. 
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On Clause 4 Dr. FoTHERGILL moved : 

That Ordinance 4 be so altered as to allow any medical 
practitioners registered in the United Kingdom, or in any 
Colony having a statutory Medical Register, and having a 
qualification mentioned in a Schedule to be attached to 
the By-laws, to be eligible for election either by the 
Courcil of the Branch within the area of which he resides, 
or by the Central Council if he does not reside within 
the area of any Branch. 

He saida Branch abroad could settle the qualifications neces- 
sary for its members. For instance, a man living at the Cape, 
if the local Branch did not approve of the qualification he 
had obtained in Australia, could not become a member of 
the Association. Supposing he moved to the West Indies, 
and that there they approved that qualification and had 
got it on their list, in that case he could become a member 
of the Association. Now, he felt that that was a disfran- 
chisement that they did not desire, and it seemed to him 
that it was the duty of the Central Council, or even the 
Representative Meeting, to settle a list of qualifications to 
render a man eligible for membership; he was not to be 
at the mercy of any Branch who might like to disfranchise 
any particular qualification, and that was a weakness in 
the Ordinance that he thought ought to be altered. 

Dr. R. L. Lanapon-Down (Richmond) seconded the 
amendment, with the object of securing uniformity 
throughout the Association. 

A REPRESENTATIVE asked whether if a member of the 
Association went to reside on territory not belonging to 
the Empire—say, the South of France—he would be 
immediately expelled from the Association. 

The CuatrMAN: Oh no, sir. 

Dr. Murr (Glasgow) asked if a member who was on the 
Register of the General Medical Council was entitled to be 
a member of the Association, no matter where he lived, 
provided he was otherwise eligible. 

The CHAIRMAN: Quite so. 

Dr. Muir (Glasgow) did not see the necessity for any- 
thing else than the Ordinance contained. If a registered 
qualification was possessed by any man, and if his moral 
and other conduct was correct, he could not be kept out of 
the Association, no matter where he lived. 

Colonel JouBERT DE LA Ferté (Indian Medical Service) 
wished to know what was understood by “ medical 
practitioner.” 

The CHAIRMAN said he understood a medical practitioner 
to be one who was registerable. 

Colonel JoUBERT DE LA Ferré: said that in a dependency 
or colony where there was no registration a question arose 
which he had dealt with before. He spoke with reference 
to rather a meritorious body of men who desired to 
become members of the British Medical Association. 
These men were members of what was called the Indian 
Subordinate Medical Service. They were educated to pass 
a preliminary examination, a general examination, and 
had about four years’ training in the colleges of India. 
As it was at the expense of Government they did not 
obtain any qualification that could be registered in this 
country. They passed into the services of hospitals and 
eventually the best men among them were put into what 
was called civil employment, and these performed all the 
duties and functions of medical practitioners. They gave 
evidence in courts, they signed certificates, they visited 
patients, and from his own personal experience amongst 
them he could say that they were an extremely meritorious 
body of men, and were in his opinion just as well qualified 
men as many of those in the British Islands who held 
minor qualifications. These men, however, were not 
eligible for the British Medical association, and he would 
like, if it were possible, that they should come in under the 
appellation of medical practitioners, and it was for that 
reason he had asked “ What is a medical practitioner ?” 

The CHaiRMAN said he was afraid “medical practi- 
tioner” must be defined as being a qualified medical 
practitioner, and these men spoken of by Colonel Joubert 
de la Ferté were not qualified, and were therefore 
ineligible. 

Mr. (. Rt, Straton (Salisbury) thought the Ordinance 
meant that in any Colonial Branch or in any foreign Branch, 
a Branch out of the United Kingdom, only those who were 
on the local register would be eligible for membership of 
this Association. On the local registers in many of these 
Colonies there were men who held no British qualification 
at all, and the policy of the Colonial Committee of this 
Association had been during the past year to endeavour to 


get reciprocity in the treatment of medical practitioners, 
and that those who got on to the Colonia/ Register should 
only be those from countries that admitted British 
qualifications. He thought it important that the 
Ordinance should remain as it was. 

Dr. W. R. Strarp (Natal) observed that in Natal they 
had practically the same treatment of medical practi- 
tioners and the same Register as here. The only 
country with which they had any reciprocity was 
Italy. They were protected from men coming from 
other parts, or from the Cape, or from the Transvaal. 
The German Staatse.amen and the American degrees were 
in some parts accepted. They were protected by the local 
Council in Natal, which laid down regulations under 
which a man might practise, and unless he accepted 
those regulations he was unable to practise. 

Mr. G. W. SrpEsoTHam (Shropshire and Mid-Wales) 
asked whether the question would not be met by the 
omission in the draft Charter, Section 5, Subsection ii, 
on page 8: “Members of the Association who are not 
entitled to be ordinary members of such Division or 
Branch, and each Division or Branch of the Association 
not in the United Kingdom shall have power to admit 
to certain of the privileges of membership of such Division 
or Branch.” 

Mr. VERRALL said he understood the object of Dr. 
Fothergill’s amendment was to widen the portal of 
entry, but he did not quite see what people would come 
in under Dr. Fothergill’s proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN observed that the reference of Mr. 
Sidebotham did not apply to the same point. This 
Ordinance applied to the full membership. 

Dr. E. R. FotHsrRGitt (Wandsworth) asked what was to 
happen in the case of a man in Australia elected as a 
member by reason of possessing a necessary qualification— 
eall it the A qualification—and then went to South Africa ; 
the South African Branch would look down their list, and, 
if the A qualification was not on the list, he would not be 
eligible for election there. He contended that the 
eligibility should be determired by the Association, and 
not by the Branches as they thought fit. He proposed 
that the Central Association should make out the list, and 
not the Branches. 

The CHairRMAN thought the whole point was proper 
qualification. It might be that in Australia or New 
Zealand or Canada a qualification was accepted which 
would not be accepted in England, and yet the man might 
become a member of the Association. Dr. Fothergill’s 
contention was that the Central Association should draw 
up a list of qualifications which would admit to member- 
ship of the Association after consultation with the 
Branches. Ile would like to hear what the Colonial 
Representatives had to say. 

Dr. GUILLEMARD (Cape Town) said that in Cape Town 
they accepted as eligible to membership in their Branch 
such members as were registered in accordance with the 
Rules of the General Medical Council of the Cape. The 
General Medical Council was extremely careful ; and there 
was a strong feeling in that Colony that the ‘ieneral 
Medical Council might be left to safeguard the interests of 
the profession in that respect. There had been several 
Parliamentary fights about it, The Dutch side were in 
favour of opening the door very wide indeed; but the 
General Medical Council at the Cape were not; and he 
thought they might be left to safeguard the Association. 

The CHAIRMAN asked Dr. (iuillemard if he would rather 
that the list of possible qualifications should be in the 
hands purely of the Colonial Division itself. 

Dr. GUILLEMARD replied that it should be left in the 
hands of the (ieneral Medical Council in that,Colony. 

Mr. VERRALL said if they adopted Dr. Fothergill’s sug- 
gestion and drew up the list at home they would include 
all the means of entry which the different Branches con- 
sidered as likely to entitle a man to come in. Then they 
might insist upon Australia, for instance, electing a man 
because he had the qualitications upon the list, but whom 
the Branches in Australia would not elect if left to them- 
selves. They could not get rid of the grievances altogether. 
As things stood, a man might be elected in Natal and 
move to Australia; but once a member of the Association 
he would always be a member of the Association, and he 
might be transferred to a new Branch, although originally 
they would not have elected him. If they were told the 
Colonial Branches preferred to make their own portal of 
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entry, and not to be made to elect a man whom they would 
not otherwise have elected, it had better be Jeft to them. 

A REPRESENTATIVE pointed out that no member could 
be excluded from the Association until the By-law had 
come into operation. 

Dr. G. PARKER (Bristol) thought there was a possibility 
of locking more lightly at the subject than they ought. 
Personally he was in sympathy with Dr. Fothergill in the 
matter, but he thought the Colonies would be the best 
judges, and that the matter ought to be left to the 
Colonial Branches. 

Dr. W. OpEtt (Torquay) said that in the Canadian 
Branch there were a number of men who had a Canadian 
qualification; he himself held a Canadian qualification, 
but that qualification was not registered in England. 
There might be a danger of excluding all Canadian 
members. 

Dr. ForHERGILL pointed out that Mr. Verrall had 
hardly put the case fairly according to his point of view. 
He did not want to dictate to the Colonies; but what 
they did wish to know was this: that when a man left 
his native land and went elsewhere, and then thought he 
would like to join the Association, it should not be sub- 
ject to the approval of the district where he moved to. 
If he were ethically qualified in his own country, why 
should he not be able to become a member of the Associa- 
tion in another country ? His Division asked that the 
Colonies should send their lists to the head office, and 
that they should be put on the By-laws. He could not 
see why one Colony was to set their back up against 
another country. There was no compulsion in election, 
and they could consider each case on its merits. 

Mr. G. H. BroapBent (Manchester, N.) thought they 
might approve the amendment, and by so doing it would 
be submitted to the different Branches in the different 
Colonies, and they would form their opinion upon it. He 
thought it a step in the right direction, and he thought 
they might pass it, as it were, tentatively. 

Dr. Fothergill’s amendment was put, and, on a show of 
hands, declared to be Jost. 

Ordinance 4 was then approved. 

Mr. VERRALL then moved Clause 5 as follows: 


5. Every member shall pay to the Association a subscription 
of such amount as may for the time being be prescribed 
by the By-laws. The said subscription shall be considered 
due in advance on the first of january of each year, or in 
the case of members elected during the year at the time 
of election, 

which was agreed to without discussion. 
Mr. VERRALL then put Clause 6: 


Each year’s subscription sball entitle the member to all 
privileges of membership of the Association, including 
tbat of receiving the JouRNAL for the current year, and 
to the ordinary privileges of membership of that Division 

and of that Branch of which he is an went member. 


Bi WOLSTENHOLME had an amendment to the following 
effect : 


After the words ‘‘receiving the JocrNnat for the current 
year” to add the words ‘‘on payment of the postage.” 

He desired to raise the question of the postage between 
home and Colonial members. In some cases the difference 
of postage between Colonial and home members was the 
difference between 2s, 1d. and 7s. or 8s.a year. If all the 
Colonial members were home members, and the postage 
were not different, it would mean a saving of £1,500 or 
£1,600 a year; whereas if the words he suggested were 
included it would mean a slight increase in the subscrip- 
poet but it would bring in an increased sum cf £3,000 or 

,000. 

Mr. BROADBENT seconded. 

Mr. VERRALL pointed out that the Colonies were treated 
more favourably 7ua postage than the home members, but 
the home members had advantages in which the Colonial 
members could not share; that rather balanced the 
difference in postage. 

Dc. GUILLEMARD was opposed to the amendment; and on 
it being put to the meeting it was declared lost, there 
being only 1 vote for it. 

Clause 6 was then put and carried. 

Clauses 7 and 8, as follows, were agreed to without 
discussion. 

Re-eligibility. 

7. No person who shall have been a member of the Associa- 

tion and ceased to be such shall be eligible for re-election 


until he sball bave paid all arrears of subscription (if 
any) due from him to the Association at the date when 
his former membership ceased, and no person whose 
former membership shall have been terminated by 
reason of his conviction or expulsion as hereinafter 
provided shall be eligible for re-election hy any Branch 
Cuuncil without the sanction previously obtained of the 
Central Council. 


Duration of Membership. 

8. Every member whether one of the first members or @ 
subsequently elected member, shall remain a member 
until his membership is terminated in accordance with 
the provisions hereinafter contained. 

Upon Clause 9, as follows, coming before the meeting, 

Subclauses (a) and (/) were adopted without discussion : 


Termination of Membership. 
9. Membership of the Association may be terminated in any 
of the following ways, namely : 

(a) By resignation subject to such notice as may be pre- 
vided for by the By-laws and subject to the provisions 
of the next succeeding Ordinance. 

(b) Ipso facto by default in the payment of subscriptions 
to the Association for such period as may be prescribed 
by the By-laws. 

(c) Ipso facto upon sentence (after conviction in a court 
of justice of any crime) to imprisonment with hard 
labour without the option of a fine or to any greater 
punishment, or upon erasure from the Medical 
Register under Section 29 of the Medical Act of 1858, 
or upon forfeiture through misconduct of the medical 
qualification by virtue of which the member shall have 
been eligible for membership. 


Dr. LAFFAN moved an amendment to Subclause (c) to 
the effect that where a conviction was for a political 
offence no expulsion should take place. 

Dr. ALFRED Cox (Gateshead) seconded the amendment, 
which was supported by Mr. W. G. Bootn (Manchester 
Central). The latter thought the first part of Subclause (c) 
might be omitted altogether. 

On the amendment being put it was declared lost by 40 
votes to 28. 

A further amendment by Dr. JonnN Brown (Bury) was 
moved—namely, that the whole of Subclause (c) be deleted. 
He thought (d) covered everything they could possibly 
require, and the simpler the regulations the better. 

The Soriciror (Mr. Hempson) advised the meeting to 
retain the clause. 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that expulsion followed only 
after a sentence of imprisonment with hard labour. 

The Souiciror further drew attention to the fact that 
even in case of membership terminating by reason of a 
conviction it did not preclude re-election. Aiter a little 
further discussion, the CHAIRMAN ruled that the matter 
was out of order, Dr. John Brown’s amendment being 
before the meeting. 

This was seconded ty Mr. G. Jackson (Plymoutb). 

Mr. G. Brown (Devonport) called attention to what he 
believed to be a redundancy in regard to the regulations 
as to the termination of membership. It followed that if 
any person had been convicted and sentenced to imprison- 
ment with hard labour for any oifence he would auto- 
matically have his name removed from the Medical Register. 
Therefore, if the clause were not deleted altogether, the 
first four lines should be deleted. He would therefore 
move that the clause read as follows: “ Zpso facto upon 
erasure from the Medical Register,” and so on. In the case 
of a medical man convicted of any offence punishable by 
imprisonment, even if there was no hard labour, the con- 
viction was sent to the General Medical Council, and the 
General Medical Council had no discretion in the matter. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL (Wandsworth) asked whether the clause 
touched the Registers of the Colonies. 

The Soricrtor (Mr. Hempson) thought that the meeting 
would be acting very unwisely in depending upon the 
vigilance of the General Medical Council, or on the 
courts where the conviction was obtained sending 
that conviction to the General Medical Council. 
He did not speak without knowledge of the facts 
which he was bringing before the meeting. He had in hi: 
mind a most notorious case in which he personally was 
concerned in the conviction of a medical man, where 
sentence of imprisonment with hard labour for a certain 
period was inflicted, and in which, for some reason or other 
which it was not his duty to define at that meeting, the 
conviction was never sent to the (General Medical 
Council. That man’s name was never erased from the 
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Medical Register, and it stood to this day. He was not 
going to give the name even if he were asked. That was 
a@ case in point, which showed the necessity of having in 
the Association’s own regulations something to remedy a 
‘glip of the nature to which he had referred. 

In answer to Dr. Fothergill’s question, the CHAmRMAN 
stated that the Colonial Registers were not included in the 
elause. 

The amendment of Mr. G. Brown was then put to the 
meeting and declared to be lost. 

Dr. JoHNsoN SmytH (Bournemouth) proposed the inser- 
tion of the word “ British” before the words “ court of 
justice.” He pointed out that Dr. Jameson had been 
brought before a court of justice under the Kruger régime. 

This was seconded by Dr. JoHN Brown, put to the 
meeting, and declared to be lost. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL proposed : 


‘That provision be made, in Ordinance 9 (c), for the termina- 
tion of membership of the Association ipso facto upon 
erasure from the Medical Register of any British Colony 
for professional misconduct, as from the Register of the 
United Kingdom. 


He said that in Natal, for instance, they had a Register, and 
if a medical man was taken off the Register he should 
cease, ipso facto, to bea member of the Association as he 
would in England. The Natal Branch would have full 
power under Clause 7 to re-elect him, but they should go 
through the same process in the Colonies as was gone 
through in England. 

This was seconded by Mr. H. W. Armrt (Hampstead). 

Dr. W. R. Strapp (Natal) took it that under Clause 7 a 
man could not be re-elected by any Branch Couucil with- 
eut the sanction previously obtained of the Central 
Council in England. 

The CHAIRMAN asked the last speaker whether those 
whom he represented wanted the extra power of expulsion. 

Dr. Strapr replied that they did, and it was his 
mandate from his Colony to say that they would like it if 
it were possible for them to have it. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL suggested that the meeting should 
approve of the principle, and leave the Solicitor to draft 
the clause. ; 

This was agreed to. 

It was then agreed that Subclause (c), as amended, 
should stand part of the Charter. 

Mr. VERRALL then moved Subclause (d): 


(a) By expulsion (after the inquiry and in the manner pre- 
scribed in the next succeeding Ordinance) on the ground 
that the conduct of the member is detrimental to the 
honour and interests of the medical profession or Asso- 
ciation, or calculated to bring the profession into 
disrepute, or on the ground that the member has wil- 
fully and persistently refused to comply with the 
regulations of the Association or the rules of any 
Division or Branch of which he may be a member. 


This was agreed to. 

—_ 9 was then put to the meeting as a whole and 
carried. 

Mr. VERRALL then moved Subclause (a) of Clause 10. 

Dr. C. Buttar (Kensington) said that a contingency 
might arise in which expulsion would be too severe a 
punishment, and yet in which some note ought to be 
taken of the offence. His Division therefore proposed that 
before the word. “finally” the words “to suspend from 
certain privileges and” should be inserted. 

Dr. JoHN Brown said that he would second the amend- 
ment if the mover of the amendment would let the sub- 
clause read, “Censure and suspend or expel.” There 
were cases where censure would be quite sufficient without 
suspension. If there were suspension, it should be sus- 
pension for a limited period. There were offences in 
connexion with which he believed that censure or suspen- 
sion for twelve months would do a great deal of good. 
Members hesitated sometimes to bring before a Branch 
matters where expulsion might be the only result, but if 
they could have the power to censure or suspend for 
twelve or six months it would be of great advantage. 

Dr. Burrar accepted the suggestion of the last speaker. 

Dr. FoTtHERGILL pointed out that the subclauge provided 
“ the Council should have power,” and it did not say that 
they had to expel. The censure could come from the 
Branch or the Division. He wished to ask the Solicitor a 
question. Supposing that the Association had taken a 
——— for medical defence or anything elee, 
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were they not legally liable to him if they did not allow 
him the full benefit ? 

The Soxicrror said that, speaking in the light of his 
experience as the solicitor of the Association, in the few 
expulsion cases which they had had it had seemed to him 
that they had always a means of dealing with the matter 
short of finally expelling the man from the Association. 
The Branch or the Division made certain requirements 
upon a man, and if he had fulfilled them he would have 
purged the offence he had committed. He (the Solicitor) 
had been prevent at the investigations by the Committee 
to whom the matters were delegated by the Association, 
and it was only in default of the man doing that which 
was reasonably required of him that he had had to go out 
of the Association. Coming to the wider issue involved 


in connexion with the power of suspension, he did not know: 


how it was going to be employed. Was it to be said that 
the man during the period of suspension was still to 
remain a member of the Association? If he remained a 
member of the Association and was suspended from all 
the privileges, how was the Association going to continue 
to get the subscription? That was one point. There was 
another point. He did not know at what period of the 
existence of the Association the point might arise, but the 
Association might have taken all the powers under the 
Charter, and a member would have a great many more 
privileges than members had at the present time. Yea or 
Nay, was the man a member of the Association? All the 
privileges would be suspended. What was-going to be 
the position so far as the man was concerned in the event 
of the Association having taken up medical defence, and 
an action being brought against him? It seemed to him 
that such a state of things would lead to endless difficulty, 
and he would certainly advise the Committee not to 
import the power of suspension. It seemed to him that 
there was power under the Charter to deal with the 
matter by something short of final expulsion. 

Dr. E. J. Mactean (Cardiff) said that the proposer and 
seconder rather overlooked various ethical rules of proce- 
dure which would be adopted, he took it, by the majority 
of Divisions and Branches. Under the rules adopted 
in South Wales certain lines of investigation were pursued 
with regard to ethical offences, and if a man was found 
guilty of certain ethical offences he was made to apologize 
to the members of the Division and was made aware of the 
opinion of the Division upon his conduct, whatever it 
might be. Censure as censure could be made sufficient 
under the ordinary ethical rules of procedure. 

The proposal was put to the meeting and lost. 

Dr. W. GosseE (Canterbury and Faversham, Isle of 
Thanet) stated that he did not wish to proceed with the 
resolution of his Division. 

Dr. GUILLEMARD (Cape of Good Hope, Western) asked 
whether, in the case of a member being expelled by the 
Colonial Medical Council of the Colony in which he 
resided, that would be final. Those whom he represented 
wished it to be final. They did not want the man to come 
to England and say, “ Will not you let me on again?” 

The CHAIRMAN referred the speaker to Subclause (5). 
The member did not have an appeal to the Central 
Council. 

Subclause (a) was then agreed to. It was as follows: 

(a) The Council shall have power, on the representation of any 
Division or Branch and after due inquiry, of which not 
less than fourteen days’ notice specifying atime and place 
at which he may be heard in his defence shall have been 
served on the member in the manner rege yng by the 
By-laws, finally to expel from membership of the Associa- 
tion any member of such Division or Branch whose con- 
duct shall be held by the Council! to be such as renders 
him liable to expulsion urder paragraph (d) of the last 
preceding Ordinance. 


_Mr. VERRALL then moved Subclause (3): 
(6b) The Council of each Branch out of the United Kingdom 
having a membership of not less than —s shall have 
ower, on the representation of any two members of such 
ranch and at a special meetingconvened at not less than 
one month’s notice, and after due inquiry of which not 
less than twenty-eight days’ notice in writing specifying a 
time and place at which he may be heard in his defence 
shall have been given to the member, to expei from mem- 
bership of the Association any member of such Branch 
whose conduct shall be held by the Council of the Branch 
to be such as renders him liable to expulsion under para- 
graph (d) of the last preceding Ordinance. 


This was agrcei to. 
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‘Mr. VERRALL then moved Subclause (c): 
jority of two-thirds of those present and voting at 
4: ‘ meeting whether of the Council or of a Branch Council, 
shall be required for the purpose of exercising the powers 
conferred by the iast two preceding clauses. ; 


It was agreed to. : 
Subclause (d) was then moved by Mr. VERRALL: 


(d) When a member is expelled he shall notwithstanding 
that he has ceased to be a member be liable to pay all 
sums due from him to the Association, or any Division 

or Branch thereof, at the time of his expulsion. 

A REPRESENTATIVE asked whether the Association had 
power to enforce Subclause (d). 

The Soxrcrror said that most certainly it had. 

Mr. VERRALL moved Subclause (e), which was as 
follows : 

(e) No member in regard to whom a representation as afore- 
said has been made or whose conduct is under investiga- 
tion, or is the subject of inquiry by the Council, or bya 
Branch Council, or by any Council or Committee of a 
Division, or by any Committee authorized in that behalf 
‘by any such Council as aforesaid, shall be capable of 
effectively resigning his membership of the Association 
until the investigation or inquiry is completed and the 
decision thereunder is made known. An inquiry or 
investigation shall, for the purpose of this clause, \be 
deemed to commence at the time when the matter of 
such investigation or inquiry is first brought officially 
under the notice of the body authorized by or in 
pursuance of this Ordinance to make such investigation 
or inquiry. , 

This was agreed to. 

Clause 10 was then put as a whole and agreed to. 

Dr. W. H.Horrocks (Bradford) asked whether there was 

any limit to the time of inquiry. 

Mr. VERRALL said that he did not think that there was 
any limit; but, after all, they must trust the local 
Branches to exhibit a certain reasonable limited amount 
of common sense. He then moved the following: 


11. It shall rest with the Council from time to time to 
determine, recognize, and declare by resolution pub- 


lished in the JOURNAL, what bodies of members shall 


be Divisions, and what Divisions and groups of 
Divisions shall be Branches of the Association, and 
what sha]l be the local area of each Division, and 
accordingly the Council shall have full power from 
time to time to amalgamate, subdivide, and modify 
Divisions and Branches and the local areas thereof. 
Nevertheless, not less than one calendar month’s notice 
in all cases shall be given (in the manner prescribed by 
the By-laws) to any existing Division or Branch in whose 
boundaries or area any change is proposed. 


This was agreed to. 
Clause 12 was then moved by Mr. VERRALL: 


Boundaries. 

In determining the boundaries or area of Divisions and 
Branches, the Council shall have regard to the expressed 
wishes of the existing local bodies concerned, and to the 
facilities of communication in each district by railway 
and otherwise, and the opportunities thus afforded to 

-members of local bodies for meeting to transact the 
business thereof, and to the expediency of making the 
boundaries of such bodies coincide with those of Parlia- 
mentary constituencies, counties, or other public admini- 
strative divisions of the country. 


- This was agreed to. 

Section 13 (a) was then proposed by Mr. VERRALL : 

(a) Subject to the Charter and the Ordinances and By-laws, 
each Division and each Branch shall be free to govern 
itself in such manner as it shall think fit, and for that 
purpose to make from time to time such rules as it may 
think fit, and to repeal or alter the same as and when it 
shall consider it expedient. 

The CHAairMAN stated that on this subclause there was 

a proposal by the Stockport Division which he must rule 
out of order. 

Subclause 13 (a) was then approved. 

Subclause (4) was as follows: 

(6) The rules so made, and for the time being in force, shall 

be binding on the members constituting the Division or 
Branch in reference to which they are made. Pro- 
vided that such Rules shali be submitted for approval to 
the Council. and shall not come into operation unless 

and until they are approved by the Council. 

Mr. VERRALL said that with regard to this subclause he 

should like to. move. an amendment which dealt with 
Colonial matters. He would propose that, in line 3,. after 


the word “that,” there should be inserted the’ words 
“except in the cases specified in By-law (——-).” 
Members would see in the Report which accompanied the 
draft Charter allusions to the Colonies, and they would see 
that the Committee spoke of certain things as to. which. 
the Colonies had given indications of a desire for greater 
liberty than there was at home—namely, liberty.to make 
their own rules irrespective of supervision by the home 
Council. At page 3 of the Report members would see 
“the Charter as affecting the Colonial Branches.” Then 
there were Subclauses (a), (2), (c), (d); (a) was 


That Colonial Branches should enjoy greater freedom as 
regards alteration of their local Rules in matters ot 
detail without incurring the delays necessary for 
obtaining the approval of the Central Council. 


The information tabulated under (a) to (d) inclusive was 
the result of the information which had been conveyed by 
replies from the Colonial Branches to a circular letter 
issued tothem some time back. The Committee had got. 
the idea on general lines that those were the kinds of 


- ways in which the Colonies would like to have special 


treatment. Certain definite replies had been received: 
from Natal, Griqualand, the Cape of (iood Hope, and so on. 
The ways in which the Colonies would like greater freedom 


-and the kind of line which they wou'd like to adopt 


had been indicated by some of them, and more 


especially by Natal. The Committee thought that 


it would. be advisable that the thing should be dealt 
with positively and not negatively, and that if 
they were given greater freedom they should be asked to 
specify the kind of rules which they would wish to make, 
and not to have the matter taken the other way. It was 
thought that they should not be allowed to make rules 
independently of the Central Body unless the contrary 
was said. If the present proposal was passed, he should 
ask the members subsequently to pass a resolution defining 
the ways in which the Colonies should be asked to specify 
the rules which they wanted passed without supervision 
from home. The By-law (——) would specify the cases 
in regard to which the Colonies would define the sort of 
rules which they wanted to pass for themselves. That. 
final subsection would have to come under a re-review by 
the meeting and by the Colonies eventually. The meeting 


‘would not be doing anything binding for all time. He 


would move the adoption of (6) with the amendment. 
which he had suggested. ; 

Dr. G. E. Twynam said that it was extremely difficult for 
many of the Colonies to represent the kind of rules which 
they wanted in beforehand. 

Mr. VERRALL said that he could only judge from the 
pourparlers that had gone on between the Colonies and the 
Committee, but he did not think that there would be any 
great difficulty in drawing up some definite scheme. He 
would ask the meeting to agree with him that it would be 
necessary and advisable to ask the Colonies to specify. 
At least that was the view which the Organization 
Committee took. ‘ 

The amendment was adopted, and Ordinance 13 (6), as 
amended, was approved. 

Mr. VERRALL moved: 

That it be an instruction to the Council to insert a By-law to 
the following effect: That a Branch or Division not in 
the United Kingdom shall have power to adopt, without 
reference to the Central Council, rules dealing with all or 
any of the following matters, which rule shall be binding 
upon the members to whom they relate. (The list of the 
matters to be specified to be drawn up and inserted by the 
Council in the draft By-law.) 

Dr. GUILLEMARD asked who was to decide the list. Was 
it to be decided in consultation between the Colonies and 
the Council ? 

The CHAIRMAN: Yes. 

Dr. GUILLEMARD said it still admitted of discussion 
with the central authority. The Council would decide 
upon what they would give the Colonies and let them 
know what they wanted. ies 

The CHarrMAn: Precisely. | 

Dr. GUILLEMARD observed that as far as the matter had 
gone the Council had practically coincided with the 
Colonial requirements. 

Mr. VERRALL said it was a little difficult to discuss in 
public, in a meeting like this, negotiations which were 
still under the process of being carried out. : The Colonies 
and themselves had been in communication. upon what 


- 


Sey 
q 
ot 
4 
¢ 
2 
— 
te 
4 


JuNE 8, 1907.] 


SPECIAL REPRESENTATIVE MEETING. 


was, if he might so put it, a somewhat tender point. He 
could speak quite plainly in the presence of the Colonial. 
Representatives. The Colonies believed it was for their’ 
good that they should remain in the British Medical 
Association, but they asked that they should be outside 
it for certain purposes. The Council felt with them that’ 
they could not be bound by what the Colonies might 
decide. Negotiations were pending between the Colonies 
and themselves as to what the Colonies should be speci- 
_fically allowed to do. Natal had entered into this arrange- 
ment, and Griqualand and, he thought, many other. 
Colonies would do so. The Council would find no 
difficulty in safeguarding themselves while meeting the 
wishes of the Colonies. In spite of what had been said, 
he did not think there would be any difficulties in the 
Colonies specifying their requirements, which would be 
subject to confirmation. He would not go further than 
to say that they were in process of negotiation, and he 
did not think there would be any difficulty about it. ; 

Dr. GUILLEMARD said they wanted to have something 
akin to the relation of the Colonial Government to the 
glome Government, and they wanted to have power on the 
spot to deal with local questions and at the same time 
remain loyal to the Association. 

Mr. VERRALL did not think there would be any difficulty 
about that. 

Dr. Strapp (Natal), speaking for Natal, said the 
members would be very pleased to hear the pronounce- 
ment which they had heard from Mr. Verrall. It was the. 
first time they had been able to hear it, and he should be 
very pleased to write that out to his Branch, who were 
anxiously expecting that pronouncement. 

Mr. VERRALL said that all he had said had been, if he. 
might use the term, without prejudice. The Colonies 
wished to legislate for themselves in certain matters, and 
the Council would meet them as far as they possibly could. 

Dr. Strapp said they had not been aware how they 
would be met by the Council in this matter. 

The insertion of the new By-law was then approved. 

Mr. VERRALL moved Clause 14: 

14. The Representative Body shall be composed of the Repre- 
sentatives elected by the Divisions in the manner 
prescribed by the By-laws and of the members of the 
Council in office for the time being. No member of the 
Association who is not a member of the Representative 
Body shall be entitled to take part in any Representative 
Meeting. 

Mr. Gro. Eastes (Kensington) said, with reference to the 
proposal that the Representative Body should be composed 
of the Representatives elected by the Divisions and the 
members of the Council in office for the time being, he 
would like some words put in providing for the attendance 
of members of Council who should be in office during the 
next twelve months. They, of course, would not vote. 

Mr. VERRALL read tlie following Minute No. 292 of the 
last meeting of the Organization Committee: 

Resolved: That it be recommended to the Representative 

Meeting that Ordinance 14 be amended by the insertion of 
a sentence providing that members of Council entering 
upon office at the close of any Annual Representative 

eeting shall be ex-officio members of that meeting, and 
that the Solicitor be instructed to redraft the Urdinance 
accordingly. 

The CHAIRMAN observed that By-law 27 provided for the 
inclusion of those members of the Council. 

Mr. VERRALL said that By-law 27 would be moved in due 
time. At present they had only carried the matter as far 
as the Ordinances. Would that meet the views of Mr. 
Eastes ? 

Mr. GrorceE Eastes: Certainly. 

Clause 14 was then agreed to. 

Mr. VERRALL then moved Clause 15 as follows : 

15. Subject as hereinafter provided a resolution of the 
Representative Body which affects the funds of the 
Association, or relates to the Ordinances or By-laws or to 
the policy of the Association in matters affecting the 
honour or interests of the medical profession, and is 
carried by a majority of not less than two-thirds of the 
members present and voting thereon, or which relates to 
any other business within the powers of the Repre- 
sentative Body, and is carried by a simple majority, 
shall be deemed to be a decision of the Association, 

which was agreed to. 

Mr. VERRALL then moved Clause 16 as follows :. 


16. Provided that no resolution to make any addition to or 


‘any amendment, alteration, or repeal of any Ordinancés 
- or By-laws, or to make a A new Ordinance or: By-law, 
shall have any operation unless a proposal to make the 
same shall have been previously approved and submitted 
- to the Representative Body either by the: Council, or b 
-@ Branch, or by & Division, and shall have been pu 
lished in the JouRNAL, not less than two months before 
‘the Annual Representative Meeting or one month before 
the Special Representative Meeting at which such 
resolution was passed. 


Dr. Marrzey (Dublin) called attention to the fact that 


the period had been put at two months, whereas in the 


present Articles of Association it was three months, And 
he would be glad to know whether there was any special 
reason for that change ? , 

Dr. FoTHERGILL said he believed that was carried at the 
last Representative Meeting. 

The CHAIRMAN: You do not move any amendment? 

Dr. MartTLEY: No. 

Clause 16 was then agreed to. 


Referendum. 
Mr. VERRALL moved Clause 17 as follows: 


Proviso as to Referendum. 

17. Provided also that in respect of every resolution of the 
Body the following provisions shall have 
effect : 

(a) Within three months after the date on which the resolu- 
tion was passed, the Council shall hold a meeting for 
the purpose of considering the resolution. Such meeting 
may be convened by a notice given either before or after 
or during the progress of the Representative Meeting at 
which the resolution was passed. 

(0) The Council at their said meeting may either approve the 
resolution or determine on a Referendum, and they 
shall determine on a Referendum if in their opinion the 
resolution does not truly represent the wishes of the 
Association. 

(c) If the Council at their said meeting determine on a 
Referendum, then the Secretary of the Association shall 
as soon as may be after the said meeting, but within 
eight weeks from the date thereof, send by post to the 
Secretary of each Division of the Association a requi- 
sition requiring him within four weeks to convene 4 
meeting of the members of his Division (hereinafter 
called ‘* the Division Meeting”) for the purpose of con- 
sidering the resolution, and shall with such requisition 
transmit such observations on the subject of the resolu- 
tion as the Council may direct, and the Secretary of each 
Division shall, immediately after the holding of the 
Division meeting (if any), certify in writing to the 
Council the number of the votes given at the Division 
meeting for and against the resolution. 

(d) If the aggregate number of votes given for the resolution 
at all the Division meetings shall exceed the aggregate 
number of votes given against the resolution at all the 
Division meetings or if no’ vote shall be given at 
Division meeting against the resolution the same shall 
be deemed to have been approved on a Referendum, pro- 
vided that for the purpose of this provision no votes 
shall be reckoned unless the same shall be included in 
such certificate as aforesaid and such certificate shall 
have been received by the Secretary of the Association 
within four months after the date of the said meeting of 
the Council. 

(e) If the said meeting of the Council shall not be held within 
the said period of three months then the resolution shall 
come into operation immediately upon the expiration of 
that period. But save as aforesaid the resolution shall 
have no operation unless and until it shall have been 
approved either by the Council or on a Referendum as 
hereinbefore provided and if and when <u approved the 
same shall come into operation as a valid and effectual 
decision of the Association. 

(f) The fact of the resolution having been so approved shall 
be forthwith published in the JoURNAL. 

The CHaArrMAN said on Clause 17 there were several pro- 
posed amendments, and he would like to appeal to those 
gentlemen who had got amendments to consider whether 
the amendment of the Organization Committee did not 
cover the majority of them. He thought the amendment 
by the Organization Committee would meet the difficulty 
better ‘than the others. There was one amendment, he 
noticed, that the word “ shall” should be substituted for 
the word “may.” He did not think that such an amend- 
ment would meet the difficulty—it still left the possibility 
of an impasse like they had a little time ago that the 
Council might determine on a Referendum; but that did 
not compe! them to take it; they still might determine on 
it as they had done before. The amendment of the 
Organization Committee was that if they did not take it 
inside a limited term the resolution of the Representative 
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. Meeting should stand as an Order of the Association. He 


would take the Organization Committee’s amendment first. 

Dr. Porz raised the question whether, in accordance 
with Article XX XV of the Articles of Association, it was not 
necessary for all the resolutions before the meeting to be 
carried by two-thirds majorities. 

The CHarrMAN said that he had some time previously 
drawn attention to the fact that all these resolutions with 
regard to the Charter only required to be carried by a 
simple majority. He did so after due consideration of the 
matter and after consultation with the Solicitor, whose 
opinion also was that anything having reference to the 
Charter need only be carried by a small majority. 

Dr. Pore observed that Article XX XV not only said that 
this sort of resolution, but that any resolution which 
related to the policy of the Association, should be passed 
by .a two-thirds majority, and he did not see how they 
could go behind that. A!l the resolutions they had passed 
that day must be said to relate to the policy of the Associa- 
tion; and if anything had no‘ been carried by a two- 
thirds majority, it need not be regarded as binding on the 
Association. That, he thought, was clear, and he did not 
see how either the Chairman or the Solicitor could get 
behind it. 

The CHAIRMAN objected to the suggestion of Dr. Pope that 
either he or the Solicitor had been going behind the Article. 

Dr. Pore: I mean it is w/tra vires. 

The CHatrRMAN: That is quite a different thing. This 
matter was threshed out by the Solicitor carefully. 
Perhaps he will again express his opinion. 

The Souicitor observed that Dr. Pope had broken off at 
a rather important point when he said that these matters 
related to the policy of the Association; that sentence was 
not complete. The reference in the Article was only 
to matters which related to the policy of the Association 
in matters affecting the honour or the interests of the 
medical profession. That seemed t> him to have a very 
different and important bearing. The only way in which 
they could bring this matter under the necessity fora 
two-thirds majority was to say that it was a matter which 
affected the funds of the Association. He agreed that 
what they were doing that day did affect the funds of the 
Association to a limited extent, just as anything which 
was done by a committee, body, or individual of the 
Association affected the funds in so far as it might cause 
expense in point of notepaper or postage stamps. Beyond 
that, they were not going to do anything. The discussions 
upon this Charter appeared to him to be a mere expres- 
sion of opinion, to guide the efforts of those who were 
framing it for the benefit of the Association, and trying 
to mould it into such a form as would best suit the 
requirements of the Association preparatory to going to 
the statutory meetings by which it would be passed. 
For that reason he aivised the Chairman that these 
resolutions, apart from the one dealing with the present 
By-laws, did not fall under Article XXXV, requiring 
a two-thirds majority. 

Dr. Pore: Can that be applied to the use of the funds 
for the election of Parliamentary candidates? Was that 
decision of the Association within the meaning of 
Article XXXV or not ? 

The Soticitor said absolutely and emphatically it was 
not a decision of the Association. No Charter, Ordinance, 
or By-law could come into being until it had been before 
the Statutory Meeting. This was a mere academic dis- 
cussion for the purpose of getting the best opinion that 
could be arrived at. 

Dr. W. Smita (St. Pancras and Islington) observed that 
there had been a notice given about “shall” and “may”; 
but he understood it was proposed to refer that to the 
Organization Committee, and therefore he proposed to 
withdraw it. 

Dr. C. Butrar (Kensington) said his Division did not 
think the Referendum was sufficiently wide; it seemed to 
him it did not give enough power to individual members 


-of the Association. The amendment he had to move to 


Ordinance 17 was at the end of Section (4) to add, “Or if 
they shall receive the petition of not less than 100 
members of the Association desiring the said Referendum.” 
At the present moment the question of the Referendum 
was entirely in the hands of the Representative Meeting. 
There was no provision at all as to how any members of 
the Association could obtain any Referendum ; it: was left 
practically to the Representatives, 


Mr. H. A. BALLANcE (Norwich and West Norfolk) could 
not conceive that it would be to the interest of the members 
of this Association that a small body of 100 members 
should have power to determine upon the Referendum, 
and put the whole Association to the expense of the 
Referendum, and for that reason he opposed the suggestion 
of the Kensington Division. 

Mr. GroracE Eastss (Kensington) said at present it was 
the Council which had the power of having a Referendum, 
and the general members of the Association were out of 
it altogether. He thought that if 100 members sent ina 
petition for a Referendum, it would be fair and right to 
the members generally. 

Mr. H. A. BALLANCE suggested that the members of the 
Association generally had their opportunity at the Repre- 
sentative Meeting. 

Mr. J. Youne (Bolton) thought this amendment 
entirely unnecessary, inasmuch as_ the _ resolutions 
which the Council would deal with were the very 
resolutions’ which the Representative Body had sent 
up to the Council. It seemed ridiculous to have a Referen- 
dum when they had already sent the matter up to the 
Council and the Council had not agreed with them. Every 
member should have a voice in it. Each one of them 
would have a paper from the Council asking him to say 
Yes or No to a resolution which his Representative Body 
had sent to the Council. From his Division he came with 
80 votes and perhaps only six had sent them; but probably 
the six were worth more than the 74, and he believed it 
was 80, because the members who did not come were, as a 
rule, JOURNAL members. But still, if the Council sent 
them a question and said: This is a Referendum of the 
Council, and we want every member of the Association to 
say Yes or No, he thought they would attend to it. To 
his mind, the amendment was certainly not needed. 

Dr. JoHNson SmytH thought the principle of a 
Referendum an excellent one, but it was a principle which 
might be abused most thoroughly; and to give 100 
members of the Association power to carry out a Referen- 
dum was, he thought,not necessary. Besides, the carrying 
out of a Referendum was a very expensive proceeding, 
bearing in mind that their funds were none too large to give 
them the luxury of a Referendum half a dozen times a year. 
He dared to say that he could get 100 names if he wanted to 
back him up to-morrow. He suggested that the figure 
should be made 1,000, and not 100. He did not like to 
say that the figure of 100 was absurd. 

Dr. C. E. Rosertson (Glasgow Southern) thought 
the suggestion of the Kensington Division a reasonable 
one. The provision here was that the Council might 
determine upon a Referendum if in their opinion a resolu- 
tion did not truly represent the wishes of the Association. 
A requisition from 100 members of the Association was 
too small, but a requisition from a definite number of 
members would, he thought, give some colourable reason 
for deciding upon the Referendum, and therefore he 
trusted that this Representative Meeting would accept. 
the amendment. The last part of this suvclause confined 
the power of the Council, it seemed to him, in regard to 
the Referendum to one point—namely, that they could 
only determine upon a Referendum if, in their opinion, a 
resolution did not represent the wishes of the Association. 
He thought it a pity that the last sentence was in. 

Dr. WaLTER SmitH (St. Pancras and Islington) asked if 
they could have the cost. 

The CHatrmMAN: I am afraid I cannot give it to you, 
even approximately ; it has never been tried. 

Dr. W. L. Murr (Glasgow Eastern) had the greatest 
pleasure in supporting the proposition upon the agenda 
as against the proposal to have a Referendum on the 
requisition of 100 members of the Association. What was 
the use of their having a Council at all if they were not 
going to putsome confidence in them? If in the opinion 
of the Council something was going to be done that would 
be detrimental to the Association, could not they believe 
that they would send it to the members as a Re‘erendum ? 
Why should there be thrown in their teeth the power of 
any 100 members at all? The Association numbered 
20,000 members, and were they going to give power to any 
100 members to upset things? He believed that any one 
of them could get 100 members to-morrow to call a 
Referendum. He believed he could get 50 himeelf in 
Glasgow, where he was known. They would do it’ from 
personal feeling. He was really astonished at such a pro- 
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position being put forward. Why could not they have 
confidence in the Council they elected. 

The question was then put, and the amendment was lost. 

Ordinance 17 (a) and (+) was approved. ; 

Mr. VERRALL moved Subclause (c) as follows: 

<c) If the Council at their said meeting determine on a 
Referendum then the Secretary of the Association shall 
a3 soon as may be after the said meeting, but within 
eight weeks from the date thereof, send by post to the 
Secretary of each Division of the Association a requi- 
sition requiring him within four weeks to convene a 
meeting of the members of his Division (hereinafter 
called the Division Meeting) for the purpose of con- 
sidering the resolution and shall with such requisition 
transmit such observations on the subject of the reso- 
lution as the Council may direct, and the Secretary of 
each Division shall immediately after the holding of the 
Division meeting (if any) certify in writing to the 
Council the number of the votes given at the Division 
meeting for and against the resolution. 

Dr. C. Burrar (Kensington) moved: That everything in 
the clause after “send by post” be deleted and replaced 
by the following: ‘Send by post to each member of the 
Association a voting paper on which to state whether he 
agrees or disagrees with the resolution.” It was proposed 
by the clause that the Secretary of the Association should 
send a requisition to the Secretary of the Division to call 
a Divisional Meeting. It seemed from that that it was 
extremely diflicult to get together on any business gues- 
tion a sufficiently large meeting to represent the members 
of the Association. Not only that, but on the occasion of 
a meeting a large number of men might be kept away by 
professional duties or otherwise, but if the subject was one 
of sufficient importance to merit a Referendum it would 
appear to Kensington far better that it should bea Referen- 
dum to members of the Association individually. 

Dr. H. A. Batiance (Norwich and West Norfolk) wished 
to oppose this resolution. As far as he could make out, if 
this Referendum was sent by post to every member of the 
Association it would do away entirely with the discussion 
of the question, and in considering the subject of the 
Referendum he must say it would be a great advantage to 
the members to discuss the subject with each other in the 
Division. He opposed the amendment because it did 
away with the Divisional meeting and the discussion of 
the subject by individual members, and he hoped the 
meeting would not agree to the proposition. 

Dr. Wynne (Leigh and Wigan) said he was just going 
to mention the eame thing. It was a fact that the people 
who would not go to Divisional meetings to discuss such 
things as these were the people who threw all circulars 
from the Central Council into the waste-paper basket. If 
@ man would not go to a Divisional meeting he would not 
read his circular and would not reply to it, and the 
Association would be involving itself in a tremendous 
deal of expense in the matter of postage. 

Dr. Juan Brown (Rochdale and Bury) very heartily 
supported the amendment moved by the Kensington 
Representative. If a matter were of such great impor- 
tance that the Council demanded that it be referred to 
all the Divisions, they wanted to get the votes of as many 
members as they possibly could, and if the question was 
sent by post every member would get it, and he could 
say Yes or No with regard to the resolution. With regard 
to what Dr. Wynne had said, it was perfectly true 
that not a great number came to Divisional meetings. 
They had just had their election for Representatives 
of the Lancashire and Cheshire Branch. Twelve 
months ago, when they had their annual meeting 
at Blackpool, they had not 100 members at the annual 
Branch meeting, but what had they to-day? They had 
an enormous return of votes because the papers had 
been sent by post to each member of the Lancashire and 
Cheshire Branch when the resolution was brought up. 
They had probably had one-half of the members of the 
Lancashire and Cheshire Branch voting for their Repre- 
sentatives. Ifa question was referred by the Council to 
all the Divisions in the present state of things, no matter 
how important it was, they could not get the members 
together, but when the postman brought the Referendum 
and the member only had to say Yes or No, to vote Yes or 
No, and post it, that was a different thing. 

Dr. E. O. Price (North Carnarvon and Anglesea) had great 
pleasure in supporting the amendment of the Kensington 
Division, and he did so because he could not see how this 
so-called Referendum could be calleda Referendum. It was 


not what an ordinary individual understood by a 
Referendum in the least. He asked a member of this 
meeting last night what he understood by a Referendum, 
and he said it was an appeal to the members of the Agso- 
ciation, and that he should have thought was what 
everybody understood. As_ the matter stood at 
present it was nothing more than referring a matter for 
discussion and for decision by the Divisions. There was 
not a particle of difference between the great Referendum 
and the smaller Referendum which happened every month ; 
they had shoais of them. He might say that his Division 
was up to its neck in circulars of various kinds, and cir- 
culars of the greatest importance might very easily be 
overlooked. It was only intended to apply the Referendum, 
he took it, in cases of very grave importance. It was true 
it would cost some money, but the money, he would say, 
would be well spent when the matter was of sufficient 
importance. Besides that they would be matters that had 
been already discussed by the Divisions and had been 
sent down to the Divisions probably time after time, and 
he thought if a Referendum was required in such a case 
as that it should be sent to a wider constituency than the 
constituency which consisted in the Divisions, because the 
number of people who attended the Divisional meetings 
was very often so small and the amount of consideration 
given to matters even of the very gravest importance was 
sometimes very inadequate. He had, therefore, very 
great pleasure in supporting the proposition that when 
the Referendum was taken up it should be taken in the 
manner suggested by the Kensington Division. 

Mr. GrorcE EastEs (Kensington), with reference to the 
point of poor attendance at Divisional meetings, pointed 
out that the absence might be due to the performance of 
special duties, and he thought those who were unable to 
attend the meetings should have an opportunity aleo of 

ressing their opinion. 

Mr. aaa aa very far from thinking it would be a 
good thing that the Referendum should go out of force. 
He hoped it would remain where it was possible to take 
it, as it was desirable that every member of the Associa- 
tion who really was concerned should take an interest in 
the matter under discussion. It was not asking much of 
individual members that they should express their 
opinion after discussion of the matter with their neigh- 
bours. He agreed that they would get a larger vote if 
they sent notice to every member and asked him to put 
simply Yes or No as his reply, but not so much larger as 
in the Lancashire and Cheshire Branch, though he 
could not controvert what had been said as to that 
by the Representative of the Division, There were two 
classes of Divisions in the Association as elsewhere— 
Divisions where they took a real interest in the matter, 
and waste-paper basket constituencies where they put 
everything straight away. Ina constituency where a real 
interest was taken the members would, as far as possible, 
attend the Divisional meetings. They all wanted to save 
money at the present time, and he did not think they 
ought to spend money unnecessarily, but if he thought 
they could get at the real opinion of the Association on 
grave matters by post-cards or circularizing the members, 
he would not himself advise them to stick at the expense ; 
but he did not believe that if they were dealing with 
people who were really concerned in what they were talk- 
ing about they would get a better vote than by asking the 
opinion of the Divisional meetings. He very much 
supported what Dr. Ballance had said as to the advantage 
to people of being able to form an opinion after discussion. 
His own Division, he might say, would be glad to hear 
what he had to say on any subject. They could not do that 
by buttonholing a man in the street; they must have 
Divisional meetings to — men interested would go. 

The amendment was lost. . 

Mr. Gro. Brown (Devonport) suggested that if a Refe- 
rendum was called and Divisional meetings held, members 
of the Divisions should be allowed to vote by proxy, but 
did not press an amendment. : 

Ordinance 17 (c) was then approved. 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out, it being the hour of ad- 
journment, that they had all come there at considerable 
difficulty and expenditure, and after a tremendous lot of 
labour by the Organization Committee in getting up the 
draft Charter, and he hoped it would not all be nullified 
by members going away and leaving them without a 
quorum. There was a subject that they might have seen 
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agitated’ the Journat for sometime past which ‘he 
wished to take the opportunity of sayimg‘a word. about. 
The South Wales Division had been making a tremendous 
fight for the advantage of the Association, and spending a 
lot of money and trouble over the business. They had 
been .very successful, and were likely to be very successful, 
and an @ l had appeared in the JournaL to form a 
Central Emergency Fund. He would appeal to those 
present to help as much as they could themselves and in 
their districts by getting people to subscribe. 


Mr,.J. Darina (Portadown and West Down) 


asked if it could be done through Branches or Divisions. 
. The CHarrMAN said No; the subscriptions must be indi- 
vidual, and if any subscriptions were sent to him he would 
be glad to receive them. 
Mr. VERRALL moved Subclause (d) as follows: 
(d) If the aggregate number of votes given for the resolution 
: atallthe Division meetings shall exceed the aggregate 
number of votes given against the resolution at all the 


Division meetings, or, if no vote shall be given at any | 


Division meetings against the resolution, the same shall 
be deemed to have been approved on a Referendum, pro- 
vided that for the purpose of this provision no votes 
shall be reckoned unless the same shall be included in 
such certificate as aforesaid, and such certificate shall 
have been received by the Secretary of the Association 
within four months after the date of the said meeting of 
the Council. 

Dr. F. C. Martiey (Dublin) observed that the subclause 
provided for what happened where the Referendum went 
one way, but said nothing as to what happened when it 
went the other. He inquired whether it would not be as 
well to have words put in to make that point clear. © 

_ The CHarrMaN said it was simply a positive and nega- 
tive. If the resolution were not approved in the Refe- 
rendum it fell to the ground. . . 

Dr. C. Burrar (Kensington) proposed : 

That the words ‘‘The Resolution shall not come into force 
unless a clear majority of those voting are in its favour,” 
be substituted for Ordinance 17 (d). 

The proposal was negatived. 

Subclause (d) was then agreed to without further 

discussion. 
_ Mr. VeRRALt informed the meeting that the Organiza- 
tion Committee suggested an alteration in Subclause (e): 

(e) If the said meeting of the Council shall not be held 

within the said period of three months then the reso- 

lution shall come into operation immediately upon the 
expiration of that period. But save as aforesaid the 
resolution shall have no operation unless and until it 

ll have been approved either by the Council or ona 

Referendum as hereinbefore provided and if and when so 

approved the same shall come into operation as a valid 

and effectual decision of the Association. 
Namely : 

That for the words “If... 
morn lines of the clause, there be substituted the following 
words: 

If the said meeting of the Council shall not be held 
within the said period of three months, or if the 
requisition prescribed by paragraph (c) of this 
Ordinance shall not have been issued within the 
period therein prescribed, then the resolution shall 
come into operation immediately upon the expiration 
of such respective periods. 

After a short discussion, the amendment was agreed to, 
and then adopted as a substantive resolution. 


Subclause (f). 
(f) The faci of the resolution having been so approved shall 
be forthwith published in the JouRNAL, 

was accepted without discussion. ’ 

With the assent of the meeting Mr. VERRALL was 
allowed to revert to Section IV (15). He pointed out that 
the fifth line read “and is carried by a majority of not 
less than two-thirds of the members present and voting 
thereon.” At the Caxton Hall it had been pointed out 
that those words did not correctly express what was in- 
tended. Two-thirds of the members present might carry 
the thing one way, if they voted as individual members, 
and if a card vote was taken the result might go the other 
way. It should read “two-thirds of the votes given 
thereon.” -- Dr. Langdon-Down had asked why the Caxton 
Hall resolution had been altered. He (Mr. Verrall) 


thought that Counsel did not quite understand about the 
card vote, and had altered the clause. He asked them to 
let the clause read as they had decided at Caxton Hall, 
namely, “‘ two-thirds of the votes given thereon.” 


period ” inclusive, in the first. 


LANcpon-Down thought'there was an ‘inaccuracy to 
be seen when p. 19, resolution 149, was referred to.° 
Mr. VERRALL read the resolution follows: 
Resolved: That in Clause 12) fifth’ line, for the words “the 
members present and voting” there be substituted the 
words ‘‘ the votes given thereon in the manner prescribed 
He moved, with the Chairman’s permission, that that 
alteration be made; and the motion was accepted without. 
further discussion. 
The following clauses, proposed by Mr. VERRALL, were 
adopted without discussion: . . 


ANNUAL SCIENTIFIC MEETINGS. 

18. The Council shall at least once a year arrange meetings 
or Conferences, alone or in conjunction with other bodies, 
which it shall be open to every member of the Associa- 
tion to attend, for the purpose of receiving addresses or 
other communications relating to the medical or allied 
sciences, and discussing such subjects pertaining thereto 

_ as the Council may think proper, and the Council may 
arrange to hold such meetings or conferences in the 
United Kingdom or abroad. When held in the United 
Kingdom, one such meeting shall be convened at the 
same place as the Annual Representative Meeting and in 
connexion, but so as not to conflict, therewith. For the 
more convenient consideration of the matters to be dis- 
cussed, the Council may provide that they shall be con- 
sidered in Sectional Meetings, and the Council shall 
appoint a President and other officers of such Sections as. 
well as readers of any addresses that may be given. 


SECTION VI. 
CoUNCIL, 
19. The Council shall be composed of the President of the 
. Association, the President-elect, the Past-President, the 
Chairman of the Representative Meetings, the Chairman 
of Council and Treasurer ex officio, and of members 
elected by the bodies, and in the manner prescribed in 
that behalf by the By-laws. 


SECTION VIL. 
CoMMITTEES. 

20. Committees may be appointed in such manner and 
powers as may be prescribed by the By-laws, 
or as the Representative Body or the Council, subject to 
the provisions of the By-laws, may think proper. 


SECTION VIII. 
OFFICERS. 

21. There shall be the following executive officers of the Asso- 
ciation, reer © a President, a President-elect, a Past- 
President, a. Chairman of Representative Meetings, a 
Chairman of Council, and a Treasurer. The officers 
aforesaid for the time being, other than the Chairman of 
Council, shall hold office for such term, and shall have 
and enjoy such duties, powers, and privileges as shall be 
determined from time to time by the By-laws. The 
Chairman of Council shall be elected by the Council 
from its own number, and shall hold office for such term 
and discharge such dutiesas shall be determined by the 
Council. During his term of office and for one year 
thereafter he shall be an ex-officio member of the 
Council, and for that period any Branch of which at the 
time of his election he was a Representative shall be 
entitled to elect another in his stead. 

22. The Council may from time to time appoint and dismiss 
such salaried and other officers and servants as it may 
think fit. 

To the next clause the Wandsworth Division moved an 


amendment. The clause was: 


SECTION IX. 
TRAVELLING EXPENSES, 

23. ‘The first-class travelling expenses within the United 
Kingdom of members of Council and Representatives 
of Divisions attending any Representative Meeting 
shall be defrayed out of the general funds of the 
Association. Attendance of Representatives of Divi- 
sions for this purpose shall be construed. to mean 
attendance at each session of the Representative Meet- 
ing, unless the Council shall be satisfied that good 
cause existed for absence from any particular session 
or sessions. The first-class travelling expenses within 
the United Kingdom of all members attending meet- 
ings of Council or of Committees and of all members 
authorized by the Representative Body or by the 
Council to attend and attending any conference shal} 
be defrayed in like manner. The Council shall (subject 
as hereinbefore provided) determine what shall be 
considered an attendance for the purpose of this 
clause. 

Dr. FotuEerGi.L (Wandsworth), moving the amendment, 

said there were two points to consider : first, whether they 
should give first-class travelling expenses, or be content 
with third-class; and, secondly, whether in time to come 
the Association would not be in a position to pay their 
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members for attendance at Committees and Representative 
Meetings. If they passed the foregoing clause of the 
Ordinance it became part of the Charter, and they would 
have to go to the Privy Council to effect an alteration. 
The Wandsworth Division desired them to settle the 
question of travelling expenses, and say whether the 
matter of expenses should not be dealt with by the By- 
laws, which could be altered at any time. He therefore 
moved that the words “The first-class travelling” be 
omitted, and that the words “as defined by the By-laws,” 
after the word “ expenses,” be inserted. 

‘The motion was adopted. 

Dr. Lanepon- Down (Richmond) pointed out that the 
title of the Ordinance would therefore have to be “ Ex- 
penses,” instead of ‘“ Travelling Expenses.” 

The CuArrRMAN said the clause would: be re-drafted in 
accordance with the amendment. 

Mr. VERRALL then moved Clause 24 (Section X) as 
follows: 

SECTION X. 
FINANCIAL AND OTHER REPORTS AND AUDIT. 

24, The Council shall annually prepare a balance sheet and 
financial statement of the Association for the past year, 
an estimate of the probable income and expenditure of 
the Association for the coming year, and a report of the 
general state and proceedings of the Association for the 
past year to be presented to the Annual Representative 
Meeting. Such balance sheet and statement shall be 
audited by a professional accountant and a copy of the 
same as audited and also a@ copy of such estimate and 
report shall be sent to the Secretary of every Branch and 
Division, and published ia the JouRNaAL not less than 
two months before the said Meeting, 


<o which the meeting agreed. 

Dr. WoLsTENHO!.ME inquired whether a suggestion might 
be made as to the form of the balance-sheet if thought 
desirable. He thought that the future balance-sheets 
should show the expenses of the Journar separate from 
the expenses of the Association, and suggested that in 
future the division should be made. 

The CHAIRMAN thought no amendment could be made 
to the Ordinance, but an instruction might be given by 
the meeting. 


_The meeting then accepted the following clauses without 
discussion : 


25. In addition to the above-mentioned Report, the Council 
shall have power to present to any Representative 
Meeting such further report or reports as it may deem 
advisable, and the same shall be published in the 
JOURNAL if time permits. 


SECTION XI, 
By-Laws. 

26. Save so far as determined by the Charter, or by the 
Ordinances, the constitution and mode of government of 
the Association, the rights and obligations of every 
member and separate body of members thereof, the 
duties, powers, and privileges of all Oiticers, and of all 
Councils, Committees, and governing and administrative 
bodies, both of the Association and of every Division 
and Branch, shall be such as may from time to time be 
prescribed and determined by or in accordance with the 
By-laws, and the By-laws (including the first By-laws) 
may from time to time be added to, amended, altered, 
or repealed by the Representative Body. subject to the 
provisions hereinbefore contained with respect to a 
resolution of that Body for the purposes aforesaid. 


BY-LAWS, 

Mr. VERRALL, introducing the By-laws, said they were 
the real machinery with which the Association was 
governed, and they ought to pay great attention to them. 
They should also realize they were laws which could be 
altered at any Representative Meeting without reference 
to the Privy Council. He moved the adoption of the 
following : 

SECTION I. 
PRELIMINARY. 

1.—(1) In these By-laws (where not repugnant to the context) 
the expression ‘‘The Ordinances” means and includes 
the Ordinances of the British Medical Association con- 
tained in the First Schedule to the Royal Charter 
granted in the year 1907, and incorporating that 
Association and any amendment of those Ordinances. 

(2) Words occurring in these By-laws and also occurring 
in the Ordinances shall bear the same’ respective 
meanings in these By-laws as; they bear in the 
Ordinances. 

2, The Interpretation Act, 1889, shall apply for the purpose 
of the interpretation of these By-laws, as it applies for 
the interpretation of an Act of Parliament. 


3. These By-laws shall be construed so as not to conflict with 
the Charter or the Ordinances. 


_ This was agreed to without discussion. 

By-law No. 4 was also passed without remark, as 
follows : 

SECTION II. 
MEMBERSHIP. 
Application. 

4. Every candidate for membership of the Association shall 
apply for election in writing, addressed to the Associa- 
tion, and stating his agreement, if elected, to abide by 
the Ordinances and By-laws, and the Rules of the 
Division and Branch to which he may at any time 
belong, and to pay his subscription for the current 
year. 

Mr. VERRALL moved that the words “In the case of a 
Branch in the United Kingdom the mode of election of 
new members shall be as follows” be prefixed to the 
following By-law : 


Election by a Branch Council. 

5. Every candidate who resides within the area of a Branch 
shall forward his application to the Secretary of such 
Branch. - Notice of the proposed election shall be sent 
by the Branch Secretary to the General Secretary of the 
Association and to every member of the Branch Council, 
and the candidate, if not disqualified by any Regulation 
of the Association, may be elected a member of the 
Association by the Branch Council at any meeting 
thereof held not less than seven days (or such longer 
period as the Branch may by its rules prescribe) after the 
date of the said notice. A Branch may require that each 
candidate for election shall furnish a certificate signed 
by two members (either of the Association, or of the 
Branch, as the Rules of the Branch may prescribe). 
stating that from — knowledge they consider him 
a suitable person for election. 


He also proposed to insert a further By-law between 
Nos. 5 and 6: 

In the case of a Branch not in the United Kingdom the 
mode of election of new members shall be such as may be 
prescribed by Rules of the Branch, with the consent 
of the Central Council. 


That was in order to give the Colonies power to elect in 
a different way to that in which they themselves elected. 
They proposed to have Branch rules for election to be 
approved by the Central Council. 

Mr. Percy Rose (Stratford) moved: , 

That By-law 5 be altered so as to transfer the power 0 

electing new members from the Branch Council to the 

Divisions. 
His Division were under the impression that at present new 
members were elected by the Council with very little 
knowledge as to the suitability of the various candidates, 
and they thought that there ought to be knowledge as to 
their suitability before their election, and that the election 
would be better in the hands of men who knew the 
candidates. The Divisions very likely knew nothing about 
the man, or heard nothing about the matter, until one 
day they suddenly found that a man had been elected 
without their having had a voice in the matter. It seemed 
rather absurd that a Branch, say, of 50 members was allowed 
the power of electing, while a Division of, say, 500 had not 
that power. 

Dr Cox (Gateshead) hoped that the amendment would 
not be carried. In his opinion it was dangerous to entrust 
the power to some Divisions, because there would certainly 
be some local jealousies coming in which should not in- 
fluence the election of a man to a large association like 
the British Medical Association. They had had instances 
in their own Branch where, if a man had had to be put up 
before his own Division only, he would have been re- 
jected, whereas when he came under the Branch Council, 
which had full knowledge of the whole of the facts, he 
was, after careful consideration, elected. In addition, now 
that a Branch might require that each candidate for elec- 
tion should furnish a certificate signed by two members, 
that effectually killed off one of the arguments used by 
Mr. Rose, that the Branch Council knew nothing about the 
man. On his Branch Council notices, after a recital of the 
names of the candidates, there was put on, always in very 
bold type, “ The Representatives for the Divisions are re- 
sponsible for the bona fides of each candidate.” And that had 
always had the effect of seeing that the election was done 
carefully. He thought that it would be a pity,from many 
points of view, to alter the present method of election 
by the Branch Councils. 
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Dr. R. E. Howe (Cleveland) said that Dr. Cox had 
said exactly what he had intended to say himself. 

Dr. Nasu (East Norfolk) opposed the amendment of the 
Stratford. Division for precisely the same reason as Dr. 
Cox had mentioned — namely, because of the petty 
jealousies. He thought that if the power of electing new 
members was given to the Divisions it might be abused. 
There was another thing. Let them get into the Agsocia- 
tion these rather doubtful members, and educate them up 


’ to a better style of life,and then, if they did not conform 
to the decencies of life, there was always the power to put 


them out. 

Dr. W. Murr Situ (Hastings and Eastbourne) sup- 
ported the amendment proposed by the Stratford Division, 
and in reply to what had been said by Dr. Cox and Dr. 
Nash, he could give a concrete instance which had hap- 
pened in his Division. A certain member was put up for 
the local medical society, but his conduct in the past and 
at the time had been such that it did not commend itself 
to the members of the local medical society, and they 
refused to elect him, and out of bravado he said that if 
the medical society refused to elect him he could get 
elected to the British Medical Association. He was duly 
nominated and elected by the Branch, and they all felt 
that a certain amount of discredit had been thrown upon 
their action in the medical society by his being admitted 
into the British Medical Association. So the law did not 
work gatisfactorily in all cases. That was one concrete 
instance, and there were others which he had heard of. He 
was absolutely certain that it would be a great benefit, and 
that it would stimulate members in the Divisions to 
exercise their influence in getting new members if the 
power and privilege of conferring election were transferred 
from the Branches to the Divisions. 

Dr. J. SINGLETON DartinG (Portadown and West Down) 
said that he thought thut the proposal would be absolutely 


‘unworkable. In small scattered Divisions it would make 


an election of a member nearly impossible. The Repre- 
sentatives of a -Division on the Branch Council were 
extraordinarily slack if they allowed a man to be elected 
whom they objected to. He had been for many years a 
member of his Council, and they had never yet passed a 


‘roan whom they had even a hint of an objection to. 


Dr. G. WestsBy (Liverpool) said that it was a very im- 
portant thing to get into the Association some of those 
men who did misbehave themselves in the profession and 


‘then make them behave themselves. 


It was proposed and seconded that the question be now 
put. This proposal was carried. 

The amendment was then put to the meeting and lost. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL. proposed the insertion of the words 


“or of the Division” after the words “or of the Branch” 


in Clause 5. He said that the proposal woul? probably 
meet the views of several of those who had sp. ion, and it 
would be advisable in the case of a big Branch like 
the Metropolitan Counties Branch. They had at the 
present moment men put up for election nominated by 
men who did not live in their area. Some thought that a 
man should be nominated by a man living in his own 
district. The ultimate judgement as to whether he 
would be elected would then come before the Branch 
Council. His proposal gave a choice of three things. 

The CuarrMan suggested that the proposal should read, 


‘of the Division in which he resides.” 


Dr. H. Jonss (Hereford) objected to the amendment. A 


‘man might be settled in some part of the country where 


he was quite well known and then move to some part 
where he was not known, and he could not belong to the 
British Medical Association because he knew none of 
the men. 
- Mr. VERRALL said that they might decide to take away 
from the Branches all power of demanding from candi- 
dates any certificates at all, but so long as they left the 
Branches the power to incorporate in their rules a demand 
from any intending candidate for two certificates, he did 
not see why they should not leave to the Branch the 
power of deciding what those certificates should be, and 
if the Branch, in its wisdom, thought that the candidate 
ought to have a certificate from the Division in which he 
resided, he did’ not see why they should not be allowed 
to say so. 

Dr. Joun Brown said that the Bury and Rochdale 
Division were opposed to the Branch Council having the 
sole right to elect a new member. At present his 


Division believed that whilst the Branch Council should 
elect new members the Division should first of all have 
had the name before them, and that they should recom- 
mend to the Branch Council any new member. 
The amendment was carried. 
Dr. Joon Brown moved: 
That in the case of every new member, it should be neces- 
sary to have a recommendation from the Division to the 
Branch Council. 


Dr. ForHERGILL, on a point of order, asked whether, if 
a candidate had to be recommended by the Division in 
which he resided, that was not a prima facie proof of the 
election first of all. 

The CHatrMAN ruled that Dr. Brown was in order. 

The motion was seconded by Dr. Murr SMITH. 

Dr. W. O’Dett (Torquay) asked whether the carrying 
out of the proposal would not give rise to the ill-feeling 
which had been referred to by Dr. Cox. 

Dr. GROSSMANN said that in such small Divisions as, for 
instance, the Glossop Division, where a majority was 5 
members, there being only 8 members altogether, it would 
be absolutely impossible for any one to get in if he was 
objectionable to any member. He did not say that such 
a thing would occur in the Glossop Division. 

The amendment proposed by Dr. Brown was put to the 
meeting and lost. 

Dr. Harman (Winchester) proposed that the 
clause should read “a Branch shall require” instead of 
“ may require.” 

The motion was seconded by Dr. GossE. 

Mr. Vz=RRALL said that he hoped that the meeting 
would not agree with this proposal. To say “shall” would 
be, he thought, a pity. Those Branches that did not want 
certificates would not ask for them. 

With the consent of the seconder and of the meeting: 
the amendment was withdrawn. 

Clause 5 was then agreed to. 

Mr. VERRALL proposed that the following new By-law 
should come between By-laws 5 and 6: 

In the case of a Branch not in the United Kingdom, the 
mode of election of new members shall be such as may be 
prescribed by the rules of the Branch, with the consent of 
the Central Council. 


This was agreed to. 
Mr. VERRALL then moved Clause 6: 


Election by the Council of the Association. 

6. Every candidate who does not reside within the area of 
any Branch shall forward his application to the Genera? 
Secretary of the Association, together with a certificate 
signed by three members of the Association stating that 
from personal knowledge they consider him a suitable 
person for election. Notice of the proposed election 
shall be sent by the General Secretary to every member 
of the Council, and the candidate, if not disqualified by 
any regulation of the Association, may be elected a. 
member of the Association by the Council at any meet- 
ing thereof held not less than one month after the date 
of the said notice. 


Agreed to. 
Clause 7 was then moved by Mr. VERRALL : 


Election of Officers of Services. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in either of the two 
last preceding By-laws, officers of the navy, army, and 
Indian Medical Service on the Active List, are eligible 
for election through the Council or a Branch without any 
such certificate as therein mentioned. 


Agreed to. He then moved Clause 8, 


Honorary Members. 

8. The election of honorary members shall be by the Repre- 
sentative Body, on the recommendation of the Council. 
Honorary members shall have none of the liabilities of 
members as regards subscriptions, and shall not be 
entitled toany vote, but shall have such privileges as 
may be conferred upon them by resolution of the Repre- 
sentative Body. Every honorary member shall cease to 
be such member upon a resolution of the Council to that 
effect passed by a majority of not Jess than two-thirds of 
those present and voting, and confirmed by the 
Representative Body. 

Dr. Jonn Mituer (Exeter Division) stated that his 
Division considered that the election of an honorary 
member was an honour and that it should come from the 
Council only and not from the Representative Body, and 
he moved an amendment to that effect. 

The motion was put the meeting and lost. 

Clause 8 was then agreed to. 
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Mr. VERRALL moved Clause 9: 


Extraordinary Members—“ Associate,” ‘‘ Complimentary.” 
9. Extraordinary Members shall be either Associate or Com- 
plimentary Members. Any Division or Branch may elect 
any ordinary Member of any other Division or Branch as 

an Associate Member, and any Division or Branch not in 
the United Kingdom may elect as a Complimentary 
Member any qualified medical practitioner or person dis- 
tinguished in science resident within the area thereof, 
but not eligible for ordinary membership of the Associa- 
tion. Divisions or Branches may by their local rules confer 

on Extraordinary Members such privileges other than 
that of voting, and impose such conditions of election as 

pn eo think desirable, subject to the sanction of the 

ouncil. 


He said that he had a note arising out of what had been 
decided with regard to the Ordinances. It was to the 
effect that the Organization Committee concurred in the 
proposal of Wandsworth about the election of honorary 
members and suggested a consequential change of By- 
law 9, namely, the deletion of the words “not in the 
United Kingdom ” in line four. This was simply to allow 
other Branches to have the same election of honorary 
members as Colonial Branches had. 

The amendment was agreed to,;and Clause 9 was 
carried. 

Mr. VERRALL then moved Clause 10: 


Annual List of Members. 

10, In the month of May in each year a List of Members of 
the Association shall be prepared and published stating 
the names and addresses of the Ordinary Members of 
each Division and Branch as shown by the Register (to 
be kept by the Secretary of the Association) of Members 
of the Association on April 30th of that year, and those 
named in the said List as Members of any Division or 
Branch and no others shall be deemed to be the Ordinary 
Members of such Division and Branch at the date of the 
publication of such list for all the purposes of the 
Ordinances and the By-laws. Such list is hereinafter 
referred to as the ‘‘ Annual List.” 


This was agreed to. 
Mr, VERRALL then moved Clause 11: 


SECTION III. 
SUBSCRIPTIONS, 
Amount. 

1l. Except in the case of Members elected on or after the 
first of July in any year, the subscription to the Associa- 
tion shall be twenty-five shillings. A Member admitted 
on or after the first of July in any year shall pay half the 
current subscription for that year. : 


This was agreed to. 
Mr. VERRALL then moved Clause 12: 


To whom Paid. 

12. Subscriptions shall be paid by all Members to the General 
Secretary at the registered office of the Association, or 
in the case of Members residing out of the United 
Kingdom, to such persons (if any) as the General Secre- 
tary may authorize to receive subscriptions on his behalf, 
of which authorization notice shall be given to all 
Members concerned. 


This was agreed to. 
Clause 13 was then moved by Mr. VERRALL: 


Arrears of Subscription : Cessation of Membership. 

13. Any Member whose subscription shall not have been 
paid on or before the 3lst December of the current year 
shall, without prejudice to his liability to the Associa- 
tion, be suspended from all privileges of membership, 
and at the end of the succeeding year, if the arrears be 
still unpaid, he shall, ipso facto, cease to be a. Member. 
No Member shall (except in case of his death or expul- 
sion, or of his ceasing to be a Member under the 
provisions of Ordinance 9 (c) or under the previous pro- 
vision of this By-law) cease to be a Member without 
having given one month’s previous notice, in writing, of 
his intention in that behalf to the Secretary of the 
Association, and having paid all arrears of subscription 
(if any) due from him. 


Dr. Topp asked whether, if a man ceased to pay his 
subscription, there were any means of recovering the 
arrears, 

The CHAIRMAN stated that it was quite possible to sue 
afmember for his subscriptions. Members could not 
rejoin the Association without paying all their arrears, 
The clause was then agreed to. 


Mr. VERRALL then moved Clause 14: 


Extra Subscription to Divisions and Branches, 

14. I shall be competent for any Division cr Branch offering 
special privileges to its Members to require a specias 
subscription from those Members who desire to avail 
themselves of such special privileges, and it sball like- 
wise be competent for any Bivision or Branch to charge 
such special subscription as it may think proper to its 
Extraordinary Members ; but no Ordirary Member of any 
Division or Branch in the United Kingdom shali be 
called upon to psy any further subscription than that 

. paid to the Association as a condition of enjoying apy 
a? privilege of membership of such Division or 
ranch, 


This clause was agreed to. He then moved Clause 15: 


Special Subscriptions to Branches not in the United 
Kingdom. 

15. (1) It shall also be competent for any Branch not in the 
United Kingdom by Rule (approved as_ hereinafter 
mentioned) to require each member of such Branch to 
pay (in addition to his subscription to the Association 
and to any such special subscription).an annual sub- 
scription of such amount as may be deemed by such 
Branch to be necessary for defraying expenses occa- 
sioned by the epecial circumstances of such Branch, 
and not capable of being defrayed out of any grant 
from the funds of the Association made in pursuance 
of the By-laws. 

(2) No such Rule shall have effect unless and until it shall 
have been approved by the Branch or by the Council 
in accordance with the following provisions. 

(3) Approval by the Branch may be given either (a) bya 
majority of not less than three-fourtns of the Members 
of the Branch, voting by means of voting papers sent 
to all such Members (in such manner as the rules of 
the Branch may prescribe) not less than two months 
before the result of such voting isascertaiued ; or (b) by 
a majority of not less than three-fourths of the 

. Members present and voting ata General Meeting of 
the Branch specially convened to consider the pro- 
posed Rale, of which Meeting not less than twenty- 
one days’ notice shall have been given to all the 
Members of the Branch. 

(4) In the event of such Rule being approved at a (ienerat 
Meeting of the Branch under paragraph (3) (b) hereof, 
a copy of such Rule, together with a copy of this 
By-law, shall be sent to every Member of the Branch, 
and the Secretary or other responsible officer of, the 
Branch shall certify to the Council that such copies 
have been so sent, and such Rule shall rot be approved 
by the Council (a) until the expiration of six months 
from the date of such Certificate, or (b) if the Council 
shall, within the said period of six months, have 
received a representation in writing purporting to be 
signed by not less than one-eighth of the total number 
of Members of the Branch (as appearing in the annual 
list for the time being in force), praying that the said 
Rule be not approved. 


He said that on page 3 of the Report of the Organization 
Committee there was an allusion to the special ways in 
which the Colonial Branches wanted greater freedom. 
Members would see under (0): 


(b) That Colonial Branches should have certain freedom as 
regards Jevying compulsory local subscriptions (pro- 
visions for this purpose are already incorporated in 
the draft By-laws). 


One Colonial member had spoken to him about the 
matter, and asked him whether it was quite certain 
that the Colonial Branches were given power to levy 
additional compulsory local subscriptions. He (Mr. 
Verrall) told him that they were. If any Colonial 
members were not satisfied that the particular clause 
gave them that power he hoped they would say 80. The 
Committee had safeguarded the rights cf minorities by 
making it necessary for a very definite power to be 
obtained. There were all sorts of protection given. Those 
had been put in because the Committee had been told by 
counsel that they would have to do it, ard that the Privy 
Council would insist on minorities being pretected in’ 
this matter, and that they would have to show that a 
regular bona fide demand, obtained wih some deJibera- 
tion and difficulty, had been shown by the particular 
Branch which wanted additional money. 

Dr. Strapp (Natal), speaking for his own Branch, said 
that they would be perfectly satisfied with the By-law 
as amended. The matter of the Capitation Grant was 
rather a burning question with them. They got their 4s. 
returned to them, but as a matter of fact their expense 
were nearly double that amount. . 
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Dr. G. E, Twynam said that those whom he represented 
were very well satisfied with the wording of the By-law. 

The clause was agreed to. 

The CrHarrMan stated that By-law 16 to some extent 
depended upon the manner of the election of the Council, 
and he proposed to leave No. 16 out and not deal with it 
until the meeting had decided on the manner of the 
election of the Council, which would come in thie later 
By: laws. 

Mr. VeRRALt then moved Clause 17: 


Local Management : Divisions. 

17. Any Executive Committee or Council appointed to 
manage the affairs of any Division shall include ex 
officio the Member who for the time being represents 
the Division on the Representative Body, and any 
Executive Committee or Council of any Division which 
is not in itself a Branch shall also en: as ex Officio 
Members thereof, the Members of the Branch Council 
elected by such Division. 


This was agreed to. 
Mr. VERRALL then moved Clause 18: 


Grants to Branches: Ordinary. 

18. (1) The Treasurer of the Association shall annually pay, 
or allow out of the funds of the Association, to the 
‘Treasurer of each Branch such sum, not exceeding four 
shillings, as the Council shall order to be paid, for each 
Member of the said Branch who has paid to the Asso- 
ciation the full current annual subscription for that 
year, and such sum, not exceeding two shillings, as 
the Council shall order to be paid, for each Member 
electedafter the lst July, who has paid to the Association 
half the current annua! subscription. 

(2) The grants made under this clause shall be applied to 
the expenses of the bodies to which they are made at 
the discretion of those bodies and within the limits of 
the objects of the Association as defined in the 
Charter. 

(3) For the purposes of this By-law, those named in the 
apnual list for the time being in force, as Members of 
any Branch, shall be deemed to be members of the 
said Branch for the year in which such Annual List is 
published, and those elected by any Branch Council, 
whose membership dates from July lst in any year 
and has been notified to the Council, shall be deemed 
to be Members of the said Branch for the ensuing 
half-year. 

(4) Provided that it shall be competent for the Treasurer 
in any year to make grants on account to any Branch 
prior to the publication of the Annual List for that 
year. 

Dr. FotHERGILL (Wandsworth) moved: 


That it is not necessary to limit the discretion of the Central 
Council as to the grant to be made to any Branch, as this 
should depend on work done or proposed to be done. 

In By-law (18) (1) omit, line 3, ‘‘not exceeding four shillings.” 
Omit, line 6, ‘‘not exceeding two shillings.” 

He said that the matter of finance was one of great con- 
tention in some districts. If they had the Council re- 
constituted with an efficient Finance Committee which 
looked after the finance and nothing else it would in a 
very short time come into touch with the need of every 
Division or Branch, and be able to allocate to them such 
funds as would keep them going in a satisfactory condition. 
They ought to trust the Central Council. He also 
thought that they should not limit the grant to “not 
exceeding 4s.” If they investigated the medical societies 
all over the kingdom they would see that if they had an 
efficient medical society they could not get the work done 
at 4s.a head. The Division to which he belonged was 
supposed to be exceedingly extravagant, but they had 
done everything up to the top pitch of excellency and it 
had cost them about 63. 8d. per head. He would ask 
them not to limit the discretion of the Central Council in 
this matter. If the Council saw any Divisions which were 
doing good work they should let them have the money 
which was necessary, and it would redound to the credit 
of the Association in all parts of the United Kingdom and 
in the Colonies. 

Dr. E. H. T. Nasu (East Norfolk) thought this opened 
up a rather large question, and that the only way was to 
get a fair limit fixed. 

Dr. H. A. Batuance (Norfolk and West Norwich) 
thought Mr. Fothergill’s difficulty was entirely done away 
with by the supplemental grants which the Council were 
able to make. The Division should have some’ sort of 

limit settled by the Council—a sum of 4s, per head; and 
if other expense was incurred which the Council con- 


sidered a reasonable expense over and above the 4s. 
the Council was in a position to make a supplemental 
grant to defray the expense, and that, he thought, was the 
best way out of it. 

Dr. Cox said that was the suggestion he had been about 
to make. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL said he did not think they should have 
to subscribe locally any extra money spent for the Associa- 
tion. If anything was to be done it should be done with 
the Association money. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL’s amendment was withdrawn. 

Dr. C. E. Ropertson (Glasgow Southern) moved to omit 
the words “ not exceeding ” and to insert “ of.” 

The amendment was not seconded, and consequently 
fell to the ground. 

Subsection (1) of By-law 18 was then agreed to, and the 
following were agreed to without discussion : 

(2) The grants made under this clause shall be applied to the 
expenses of the bodies to which they are made at the 
discretion of those bodies and within the limits of the 
objects of the Association as defined in the Charter. 

(3) For the purposes of this By-law, those named in the 
Annual List for the time being in force, as Members of 
any Branch, shall be deemed to be Members of the said 
Branch for the year in which such Annual List is pub- 
lished, and those elected by any Branch Council, whose 
membership dates from July lst in any year and has 
been notified to the Council, shall be deemed to be 
Members of the said Branch for the ensuing half-year. 

(4) Provided that it shall be competent for the Treasurer in 
any year to make grants on account to any Branch prior 
to the publication of the Annual List for that year. 

Mr. VERRALL moved the following : 

19. In additiov to the grants made in pursuance of the last 
preceding By-law, the Council, on the application of any 
Division or Branch, shall have power to make a supple 
mentary grant of such amount as the Council may deem 
proper. very application by a Division, not itself a 
Branch, shall be forwarded through the Branch Council, 
whose duty it shall be to transmit the same to the 
Central Council, with such comment (if any) as the 
Branch Council may deem expedient. 

Mr. C. R. Straton (Salisbury) moved the following 

amendment: 

That the capitation grant should be equal, and that Branches 
desiring to spend more should meet their expenditure by 
voluntary subscriptions. In any cases of special necessity 
an appeal should be addressed to the Council, who may 
make an emergency grant not exceeding ls. per member. 

Salisbury was quite pleased that they were to make 
voluntary calls in the same way as the Branches. If 
any Branch wanted to spend any money they made a 
supplementary call. 

The amendment was lost and the clause was agreed to. 

Mr. VERRALL moved: 

20. All applications for supplementary grants shall be 
referred by the Council to the Organization Committee 
for report thereon, and, in considering the same, the 
said Committee and Council shall have regard to the 
evidence of work done by or through the agency of such 
Division or Branch for the Association or the medical 
profession, and also to the amount which may have been 
voluntarily subscribed locally for any purpose for which 
such a grant may be desired. 

Dr. FotHERGILL said he would like to get to know the 
meaning of the last clause. He had said, and still stood 
to it, that no district should have to pay out of their 
own pockets to carry on the work of the Association, and 
re such expenditure should be paid out of the central 
funds. 

Dr. A. Cox (Gateshead and Consett) thought if the 
application was to go through the Branch Council, and if 
the Organization Committee had to examine the applica- 
tion and consider the work done by the Division or 
Branch, that was sufficient guarantee that the work was 
necessary, without demanding of the Division that it 
should put its hand into its private pocket, and he hoped 
the last few words would be deleted. 

Mr. VERRALL said that personally he had no objection 
to cutting those words out. 

The Section was then agreed to as amended. 

Mr. VERRALL moved 21 as follows: 


Application of Grants. 
21. Out of the moneys received by way of grant from the 
Association as aforesaid each Branch shall (so far as 
possible) defray all its expenses, and shall also pay to 
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each Division of the Branch such sum asthe Branch 

‘~~ “Council may consider necessary to enable the Division 

to defray its expenses,’ 

Dr. LAnapon-Down (Richmond) proposed’ the following 

addition to the clause: mes ; 

And the Branch Council shall have power to require that 
the Division shall, before incurring any extraordinary 
expenditure, present an estimate and obtain its sanction 
for the same. 


He said the point of that was that they were tending 
to get into a position where. the Branch Council 
would have difficulty in controlling the expenditure 
of the Divisions, and some Divisions would take the 
bit between their teeth and incur large expenditure which 
was within their rights, but to an extreme degree. The 
difficulty was that under the present arrangement the 
expenditure was incurred first and the bill had to be paid 
afterwards. It appeared to him that they could exercise 
no control over the expenditure of the Divisions unless 
they had some such clause as this by which the Branch 
Council should require that the Divisions should let the 
Council know in advance what sort of expenditure. they 
were going to incur. Then, if there was any dispute 
between a Division and the Branch Council, the Division 
would be in the position of having taken the Branch 
Council into contultatior in advance. 

Dr. WoLSTENHOLME had much pleasure in seconding 
this proposition. He had made reference to the subject 
before the Finance Committee. It was an example that 
had occurred and might recur, and he agreed with Dr. 
Langdon-Down that ‘it was a conceivable one, and he 
hoped that the amendment would be passed. 

Mr. VERRALL said it had been the custom for the 
Branches to give a grant at the end of the year on an 
estimate of money that would be required during the 
coming year. Then they had to cut their coat according 
to their cloth. If he were on a Branch Council, and their 
custom had been to give a grant for a certain sum to run 
the Division for the year, and if the Division spent some- 
thing else, he would be inclined not to pay it. He did 
not think they should be allowed to run over their 
expenses, and then present the bill. But if that was the 
custom, he could see that some control would be necessary. 
If, on the other hand, the Division told them what they 
had spent, and properly spent, in the previous year, and 
the Branch Council formed an estimate of what the 
respective Divisions would require for the coming year, 
and told them what they were to run the year on, he did 
not think the Divisions ought to have the spending of 
their money in any way they thought fit, and then come 
to the Council in forma pauperis. 

Dr. J. Brows (Rochdale, Bury) moved the adjournment 
for the night. 

The CaatrmMan hoped they would finish that section 
before adjourning. 

Dr. Foruerciti thought this question raised a 
tremendous issue which they were not in a mood 
to discuss at that moment. They had had the whole 
thing threshed out and had spent several days on it in 
his own Division. It was a question how they were going 
to define what was extraordinary, and they must have the 
Organization Committee’s decision first what was ordinary 
and what was extraordinary. Things might crop up, such 
as hospital trouble, Poor-law trouble, or contract practice 
trouble, and if the Divisions were not able to deal with 
them promptly, they might lose their chance. If they 
would take his advice they would adjourn the debate, 
and consider it when they were fresh in the morning. 

Mr. A. FuLLERTON (Belfast) seconded the motion for 
adjournment. 

A show of hands was taken, and the CHAIRMAN 
announced the numbers to be equal, and gave the 
casting vote in favour of the adjournment, ag: 

The meeting then adjourned till 9.30 the next morning. 


Thursday, May 30th, 1907. 
Dr. J. A. Macponatp in the Chair. 


Tue SoutH Dispute. 
Before the minutes of the previous day’s proceedings 
were confirmed, 
E..J. Maciean (Cardiff) asked whether the balance 
of funds remaining from the old Branches before the new 


constitution was formed were available for contribution 
by a Branch to the Emergency Fund. ~~ 
The CHarrMan took advantage of‘ the question to refer 


‘again to the South Wales dispute, which was a matter. of 


urgent importance to the Association. He said the men in 
South Wales had been fighting for a year, and fighting in 
the interests of the profession. The members of the South 
Wales Branch had subscribed £1,100 to carry on the con- 
test with the Ebbw Vale Collieries ; and the Association 
ought to support them. 

Dr. FotHEercitt (Wandsworth) said his Branch had 
taken up the matter, and proposed to make a donation at 
their next meeting. ; 


THE EMERGENCY FuND. 

Mr. E. H. T. Nasw (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) 
inquired what the rest of the profession had subscribed to 
the Emergency Fund since it was opened some con- 
siderable time ago. ‘He was under the impression that it 
was under £3, and he thought such a thing was a disgrace 
to the Association, to allow their brothers in a dispute 
of that sort to pay £1,100 out of their own pockets, when 
they themselves had subscribed almost nothing. 

The CHAtrMAN replied that the sum subscribed, so far 
as he knew, was about £80, that was, apart from one sub- 
scription of £50 given by Sir Victor Horsley. A good deal. 
of that had come from the London members in response 
to an appeal which he, the Chairman, made personally. 
They intended as soon as they got a fair start in the 
matter to publish the list; but it was no use publishing a 
list unless they had something to start with. He hoped 
that every member of the Representative Meeting when 
going back to their districts would do their best to get 
support for the Emergency Fund. 

Dr. W. A. Caskte (Glasgow North-Western) inquired 
whether it was within the power of the Branches to grant 
donations to the Fund. 

The CHAIRMAN replied that the funds acquired under 
the new organization could not be so utilized; but there 
were some Branches which had funds remaining from the 
time before the change was made, and he appealed to such 
Branches to subscribe from those funds. 

Dr. J. SInaLETON Dartine (Portadown and West Down) 
remarked that he was Treasurer of a Branch; at the time 
the new constitution came in he had money in hand, but 
that money had become merged with the new funds. 
Would that hinder his Branch from using the money ? 

The CuargMan replied that the Branch could subscribe 
all the balance they had at the bank before the new 
organization came into force. 7 

Dr. (St. Pancras and Islington) suggested 
that a subscription should be made at that meeting for 
the Emergency Fund. Without desiring to tax members 
present who had many expenses to meet, he thought if 
they gave a small amount it would create a little interest 
in the matter, and that they would go back and carry that 
interest with them. 

Dr. C. J. RENsHaw (Altrincham) said that some of the 
Lancashire and Cheshire members had already subscribed. 

Mr. H. A. Batuance (Norwich and West Norfolk) 
desired to emphasize the importance of what was put 
forward. The East Anglian Branch had already, out of the 
funds in its possession at the time the new constitution 
was adopted, made a grant to the South Wales funds. 
Therefore that was’a precedent for the other Branches 
doing the same. 

The CHAIRMAN intimated that the Dundee Branch had 
also subscribed. 

At this point the minutes, verbal emendations having 
been made, were confirmed bythe meeting. 


THE CHARTER. - 
By-Laws, 
The meeting then resumed the discussion of By-law 21. 
Dr. M. Moore (Coventry, Nuneaton and Tamworth) 
considered the method of financing the Divisions as 
proposed in the By-laws was as good a3 any that could be 
had. With regard to the expenses of his Division, he 
mentioned that Coventry had been put to a greater 
expense than usual in consequence of the Dispensary con- 
troversy. They had had meetings and circularized 
medical men in Birmingham, Leicester, Coventry, Tam- 
worth, and Leamington. Irrespective of that, he would 
like members present to know that four medical men had 


= 


TO THE 
344 Mepicat 


SPECIAL REPRESENTATIVE MEETING. 


[JuNE 8, 1907. 


resigned from the Coventry Dispensary, but three others 
had been elected. The speaker read the names to the 
meeting. With regard to the Emergency Fund, Coventry 
had already sent a subscription, and his Division had 
agreed to do so annually. 

A REPRESENTATIVE inquired what the extraordinary 
expenditure might be. Were they to go to their Branch 
every time they wanted to spend £2 or £3? 

The Cuairman said Dr. Langdon-Down would answer 
the question when replying on his amendment. 

Mr. Broappent (Manchester, North) was not in favour 
of hampering the Divisions with the Branches. The 
Divisions certainly ought to have a free hand as much as 
possible. 

Dr. WALTER Suita (St. Pancras and Islington) did not 
think it possible in the case of extra grants to make an 
estimate of what might be spent months ahead. The 
extra grants were for sudden emergencies, and it was 
impossible to make an estimate under the circumstances. 

Mr. GEORGE Brown (Devonport) thought they ought to 
be very cautious. Some Divisions were very active and 
did a lot of work which was no doubt gratifying to the 
Divisions themselves, and he did not wish to damp their 
enthusiasm, but if every Division were as active as some in 
making amendments, the meeting would not be able to get 
through their work till micsummer. The previous day 
they had had amendments, no doubt important locally, 
debated, and only two hands held up in their favour. 
That was not the kind of thing to be encouraged. If these 
Divisions chose to meet and pass resolutions and enjoy 
themselves, let them do it at their own expense. He said 
they ought not to be dragged up from the country 200 or 
300 miles to discuss those things day after day—motions 
and amendments which were wholly incongequent, and 
which did not commend themselves to any one in the 
room. 

The speaker was proceeding to refer to the spending of 
money in promoting the candidature of certain members 
of the Association in regard to the General Medical 
Council when he was called to order by the CHAIRMAN, who 
requested him not to make assertions of that kind. 

- Mr. Go. Brown said he had read a printed circular 
with regard to the election, and as they came from the 
Divisions he supposed that they were paid for out of the 
Divisional funds. 

The CuatrmMan: I must ask you not to make insinua- 
tions of that sort, it is not conducive to the peace of the 
meeting, and I do not think it contributes to the debate. 

Mr. Geo. Brown: At the same time it is possible that 
money may be spent in this way. 

The CuatrmMan: Again I say you must not make these 
insinuations. 

Mr. Geo. Brown: I have a perfect right to point out 
how moneys may be spent, and not only in regard to that 
matter alone, but in matters of personal interest. 

Mr. Murr (Glasgow, E.): I do not think we can harp 
upon these personal matters. 

The Caatrman: Order! 

Mr. Geo. Brown contended that the Council should 
keep a very strict hand indeed upon extraordinary 
expenditure. 

Dr. E. D. Kirsy (Birmingham, C.) trusted that the meet- 
ing would reject the amendment, thinking that the rule 
a3 it stood was perfectly satisfactory. 

The amendment was lost. 

Dr. FotHercitt (Wandsworth) moved to delete the 
words “so far as possible.” 

The CaarrMAn observed that the Solicitor would explain 
that; it was a matter of drafting. 

The Soricirok (Mr. Hempson) thought these words 
ought to be retained. It was intended to provide that 
each Branch should, so far as it possibly could, meet the 
whole of its payments and expenditures out of this money, 
and if they exceeded they could come to the Council and 
ask for the supplemental grant. 

Mr. VERRALL was glad that that expression should have 
come from the Solicitor, because it was a legal matter. It 
would be ‘seen that the words had been deliberately 
retained, because they thought that the expenditure ought 
as far as possible to be kept within the estimates. 

The CHAIRMAN appealed to Dr. Fothergill to withdraw 
the amendment, which was done, and the Clause was 
agreed to. 

Mr. VERRALL moved Clause 22: 


Annual Reports. 

22. Every Division shall furnish annually to the Branch 
Council during the month of January, and every Branch 
shall furnish to the Council of the Association not later 
than March 15th in every year, a report of its proceedings 
during the previous year, a statement of its numbers and. 
@ financial statement in such form as the Council may 
from time to time prescribe. 


Dr. WoLstENHOLME (Salford) asked whether arising 
out of that there was any penalty if the Divisions 
did not do it. 

Mr. VERRALL said of course they could not, so to speak, 
ask for the head of the Secretary on a charger, but they 
could refuse to give him any more money next year. 

The clause was agreed to. 

Mr. VERRALL moved Clause 23, clause by clause: 


SECTION V. 
Formation of Constituencies. 

23. (1) Representatives of Divisions shall be elected by Con- 
stituencies formed as follows, each such Constituency 
being entitled to elect one Representative. 

(2) Any Division having not less than fifty members may 
form one Constituency, and except as nereinafter pro- 
vided every Division having less than fifty members 
shall be grouped by the Council with another Division, 
or with other Divisions, to form a Constituency having 
not less than fifty members, 

(3) Provided that the Council skall have power to give 
separate representation to Divisions having fewer than 
fifty members in those cases in which it appears to the 
Council that special difficulties exist 8s to the holding 
of joint meetings with neighbouring Divisions. 

(4) In no case shall the total number of Constituencies 
formed throughout the Association exceed 300. 

(5) Subject as aforesaid the Constituencies shall be formed 
and may be from time totime altered by the Council, and 
the Council shall publish lists of the Constituencies as 
and when they may think expedient. 


Subsection (1) was agreed to without discussion. 

On Sabsection (2), Mr. Percy Rosk (Stratford) expressed 
the opinion that 50 was rather a small number to form 
a separate constituency, and suggested 100 as a more 
suitable number. He would ask the meeting to bear in 
mind that as they were now committed to travelling 
expenses, and there was a strong feeling in favour of the 
payment of personal expenses as well, they ought not to 
create an undue number of constituencies, He therefore 
moved the following amendment: 


That the words ‘‘one hundred” be substituted for the word 
“fifty” in By-law 23. 


Dr. M. Moors (Coventry and Nuneaton and Tamworth) 
protested against this attempt of the larger Divisions tu 
make a meal out of the smaller ones, which required as 
much consideration from this meeting as the larger ones. 

Dr. RoBeRTSON (Glasgow, South) hoped the amendment 
would be withdrawn. They must select in which of the 
two ways they were going to settle the number of 
Representatives. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead) drew attention to the fact that in 
the vote by card the previous day there were 47 Divisions 
voting, representing 4,718 votes. That was equivalent to 
about 100 members as it stood at present. 

Dr. Dovuaias (Dartford, Maidstone, Rochester and 
Chatham) opposed the amendment. In some parts of the 
country the means of communication were so difficult that 
to increase the numbers would be to increase their 
difficulties. 

Dr. Dartina (Portadown and West Down), on being 
called upon, said the amendment had been received with 
such a chorus of disapprobation that he would not speak 
upon it. 

Dr. J. SmnctatR (West and South Suffolk) 
pointed out that the 300 as a maximum did not refer 
to the number of members but to the number of 
constituencies. 

Mr. VERRALL said the Council had felt it right to avail 
themselves of their power to give representation to less 
than 50 members in order to give reasonable representation 
to small areas. 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the amendment would 
not have the effect intended, but would have the effect of 
reducing the possible total. As a matter of fact, the 


_ Representative Meeting scarcely ever reached 150. 
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The amendment was lost, and Subsection (2) was 

Dr. RosBertson considered that Subsection (4) should 
be deleted. With Subclause (2) standing Subclause (4) was 
nonsense. It was definitely settled that every Division 
consisting of 50 members was to have a Representa- 
tive, and that, therefore, settled the number of 
Representatives. 

The CHatrMAN said 50 was the minimum limit, but 
there were some Divisions of 500 or 600 members which had 
only one Representative. It was possible that every 
constituency of 50 might claim representation but many 
might not. 

The CHatrMAN said there was an amendment of the 
Cleveland Division to the same effect. Would Cleveland 
withdraw that? 

The amendment was withdrawn, and Subclause (2) and 
Subclause (3) were agreed to as part of the Charter. 

Dr. R. E. HowEtt (Cleveland) moved: 

ba in By-law 23 (4), second line, 150 be substituted for 
The amendment was on the same lines. His Division 
was anxious to have the number of the Representative 
Body reduced. A smaller number would do the work 
much more efficiently and in a shorter time. There 
were members of the Representative Body who never 
would be missed. In view of the proposition, 

Dr. RoBERTSON (Glasgow) observed that they had been 
told by the Chairman that, whether a constituency 
numbered 500 or 50, they would have one Representative, 
and in that way the number of constituencies would be 
settled. He did not want them to have two subclauses, 
one absolutely contradictory of the other. 

Dr. Topp (Sunderland) asked how many constituencies 
there were. 

Dr. Lanapon-Down (Richmond) asked what authority 
arranged the constituencies of the Association. Was it 
not the Central Council ? 

The CHAIRMAN replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. Percy Ross (Stratford) asked how many Divisions 
and how many constituencies there were? They were two 
very different things. 

Mr. VERRALL said there were 208 Divisions and 
148 constituencies. In reference to what had been 
said by Dr. Robertson, if the members looked at the word 
in the subclause they would see that it was “may” and 
not “shall.” It was not compulsory that every Division 
of 50 members should have a Representative. If the 
Council were unable to keep within the number of 300 
or 200, or whatever number was fixed, they would group 
constituencies that were groupable in order that that 
number might be kept within. 

It was moved, seconded, and agreed that the question 
be now put. 

Dr. Rospertson then, with the permission of the 
meeting, withdrew his amendment. 

Subclause (4) was then agreed to. 

Mr. VERRALL moved Subclause (5): 

(5) Subject as aforesaid the Constituencies shall be formed 

and may be from time to time altered by the Council, 
‘and the Council shall publish lists of the Constituencies 
as and when they may think expedient. 

This was agreed to. 

Clause 23 as a whole was then agreed to. 

- Mr, VERRALL then moved the following : 


Election of Representatives. 

24. (1) The Representative shall be elected by a general 
meeting of the Members of the Constituency, held not 
more than nine months, nor less than four weeks, 
before the Annual Representative Meeting at which he 
takes office, or by Voting Papers sent to each Member 
of the Constituency, as the said Constituency may 
decide. 

Dr. R. E. Howett (Cleveland) said that his Division 
had sent him to the meeting to lay before it the advisa- 
bility of having the election of Pepresentatives by voting 
papers only. There was great difficulty in getting mem- 
bers to come to any business meeting of the Divisions, 
and when there was simply an election of a Representa- 
tive they found that meetings of the Divisions were very 
poorly attended. By voting papers the opinions of the 
men would be got at very much better. He moved 
that the words “ The Representative shall be elected by 
voting papers not more than nine months nor !ess than 


four weeks before the Annual Representative Meeting at 
which he takes office” should be inserted for the words 
“The Representative shall be elected by a general meet- 
ing of the members of the constituency held not more 
than nine months nor less than four weeks before the 
Annual Representative Meeting at which he takes office.” 

Mr. VERRALL said that the Committee entirely disagreed 
with the proposal in the amendment. They thought: it 
very much better to leave each constituency to decide its 
own mode. 

Dr. Witt1AM Ewart (Westminster) said it seemed as 
though the elections were by a very small number in many 
parts of the country. It would be very much more just to 
the profession that the majority should berepresented and if 
possible, also the minority; but at the’present time very 
often neither the one nor the other was represented. If 
one Division was represented by a handful of men out of 
a large number and if another Division had taken the 
trouble to get a proportionate representation or a fair 
representation by enabling every member to give his vote, 
there was inequality when it came to a vote on an equal 
footing, and therefore it was a matter which affected the- 
whole profession. 

Dr. Rosertson (Glasgow) said that he had been asked: 
by his constituents to support the amendment. He dared 
to say that his Division was probably as well attended as 
avy other Division; but he did not think that he was a. 
fair representative to speak for the body which he repre- 
sented. He heard yesterday of a Representative appoint- 
ing himself at a meeting. That was te say, one man was. 
present, and he appointed himself Representative. He 
would urgently lay before the meeting the necessity of 
providing that the electionfof Representatives should be. 
by voting papers alone. 

In answer to a question by Dr. MacLean, 

The CHAIRMAN said that he thought the Cleveland reso- 
lution raised the point more definitely than the Cardiff 
one. 

Dr. Murr Smita (Hastings and Eastbourne) hoped that 
the meeting would reject the amendment of the Cleveland 
Division simply for the reasons that it would Introduce an 
element of coercion into the administration of the Divl- 
sions. Hitherto the Association had granted home rule to. 
all the Divisions, so that they should manage their own 
affairs in their own way as seemed best to them. The 
difficulty seemed to him to be not so much getting mem- 
bers together to elect a Representative as getting members 
together to instruct the Representa‘ive. . 

Mr. Topp (Sunderland) hoped that the Representative 
Meeting would throw the amendment out by a large 
majority. He believed that it was not practical in any 
sense whatever. Ifa Division were properly organized and 
managed there would be no trouble whatever in getting a 
Representative properly elected. The wording suggested 
by the Organization Committee was a proper wording 
because it left freedom to the Divisions to rule their affairs. 
in their own way. 

It was moved, seconded, and azreed that the question be 
now put. 

On Mr. VerRRAtt explaining that the wording in the 
By-law was “not less than four,” the amendment was put 
to the meeting and lost. 

The CuarrMan asked Dr. Maclean (Cardiff) if he desired 
to put his amendment. 

Dr. Mactan (Cardiff) replied that he only wished to 
assure his Division that the meeting was against what was 
proposed thereby. 

Dr. Hucuss (Southampton, Guernsey and Jersey) had 
been instructed by his Division to move that the figure 
“4” in the subclause be changed to ‘‘8,” in order that. 
there might be a longer time given for the Representatives 
to be instructed. His Division, embracing, as it did, 
Jersey and the other Channel Islands a long distance 
from Southampton, was go scattered that it was difficult 
to get a meeting at short notice to consider the agenda. 

The amendment was put to the meeting and lost. 

Dr. C. E. Ropertson (Glasgow Southern) moved to add 
at the end of the subclause, “ Always providing that should 
there be less than twenty members present at such 
General Meeting the election shall take place by voting 
papers.” He regretied that he had been accused of 
making flippant remarks with regard to such a serious 
matter as the present. He assured the meeting that he 
had the subject very much at heart, and that anything he 
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said from his point of view was said in the best interests 
of the Representative Body. [Hear, hear.] He did not 
see how the meeting could refuse to give them the satis- 
faction of knowing that at least twenty men were present 
when a Representative was elected. He objected ‘to the 
wording of thé proposed subclause ; and he thought that 
in the interests of the dignity of the Representatives’ the 
attendance of twenty members should be guaranteed when 
voting for a Representative. 


Mr. VERRALL asked what Dr. Robertson proposed if his 


amendment were adopted, and voting papers were ' sent 
out but twenty answers were not received. eit 

Mr. E. H. T. Nasu (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) in- 
quired whether Dr. Robertson thought the dignity of the 
‘Representatives would be enhanced by a vote where per- 
chaps there were five members who knew something about 


‘the work and the remaining fifteen might know absolutely - 


nothing about it. 

Dr. WILLIAM Ewart (Westminster) said the Representa- 
tives had other duties than knowing about the affairs of the 
society; they had the duty of representing the opinions of 
their constituencies. Although a man might be versed in 
particular knowledge which might lead. to action, yet it 
might be a one-sided direction of action. That was not 
fair. There was also the duty of educating their Divisions 
to take professional action ; and, unless the Divisions were 
constantly reminded and brought up to scratch, it seemed 
they would not be furthering the ends which the meeting 
had at heart, and which the British Medical Association 
was supposed to further. 


Dr. W. (Torquay) opposed the resolution. He 


came from a scattered Division, and found that members 
would drive five or six or seven miles to a meeting— 
members who took an interest in the work and who 
knew the work. He was sent by men who knew what the 
work of the Association was. If voting papers were sent 
out, they would get men appointed who knew nothing of 
the work of the Association. 

Dr. WALTER Situ oppos2d the resolution also. 

Dr. Rosertson, replying to Mr. VERRALL, who had 
asked what would be done if a fewer number than twenty 
replied to the voting papers, said they would have the 
satisfaction of knowing that they had done their duty, and 
done everything possible to give members an opportunity 
of voting. 

The amendment was then put to the meeting and lost. 

Dr. LANGDON-DowN moved as an amendment that the 
order of the elause should be altered. The clause did nct 
provide the period within which the voting by papers 
should be accomplished. He thought they ought to fix 
the period of time, and suggested the words: ‘ The Repre- 
sentatives shall be elected not more than nine months nor 
less than four weeks before the Annual Representative 
Meeting at which he takes office.” 

The CaArRMAN intimated that the Organization Com- 
-mittee’s Chairman accepted the verbal amendment, and it 
.was then agreed to by the meeting. 

Subclause (1) was then adopted as part of the Charter. 

Mr. VERRALL then moved Subclause (2) as follows: 

(2) The said meeting shall be convened (or where the election 
is by voting papers, the voting papers shall be despatched) 
bythe Secretary of the Division forming the Constituency, 
or in the case of a Constituency comprising more Divisions 
than one, by the Secretary of one of tbose Divisions to 
be chosen oy the Secretaries of those Divisions, and if 
they cannot agree, by the Council. 

The proposed amendment by the Cleveland Division 
having been withdrawn, the Subclause (2) was adopted as 
part of the Charter. 

Mr. VeRRaLy then moved Subclause (3) as follows: 

(3) Where the election is by votirg papers, a Meeting of the 
Members of the coastituency (convened as aforesaid) 
shall be held after the electicn, and not less than twenty- 
one days before the date of the Annual Itzpresentative 
Meeting, for the purpose of considering the Agenda of 
that Representative Meeting, and if such meeting of the 
Members of the Constituency shall not be held, the 
Representative of the Constituency shall not be entitled 
to attend the Representative Meeting. 

Dr. Hvuaues (Southampton) moved as an amendment 
that the first seven words of Subclause (3) be omitted in 
order to make it compulsory that the constituencies should 
hold meetings after tne election of the Representatives to 

discuss the Agenda with the Representative, and to 
instruct him. 


’ The amendment was then put to the meeting and lost. 
Subclause (3) was then agreed to as part of the Charter.: 
Mr. VERRALL moved Subclause (4): 

The person acting under Clause 2 of this By law shall, not 
less than fourteen days before the Annual Representative 
Meeting, inform the General Secretary of the name and 
address and mode of election of the Representative elected 
by the constituency, and, if the election was by voting 
papers, shall satisfy him as to the holding of the subse- 
quent meeting of the Members of the constituency, and 
the General Secretary, on being so informed and satisfied, 
shall issue to such Representative a ticket of admission to 
the meeting. 

Dr. ForHERGILL (Wandsworth) moved an amendment : 

That it.is not desirable to depute to any salaried officer the 
duty of deciding on the fulfilment of any requirement of 
the Charter, Ordinances, or By-laws. 

He suggested the subclause put the General Secretary in 

a very invidious position, and perhaps Mr. Verrall would 

accept the amendment. He had to receive the returns of 

the elections and to satisfy himself as to the holding of 
subsequent meetings, and if he were not satisfied he could 
tell the constituency that they could not send their Repre- 
sentative. He did not think that any salaried official 
should be in such an invidious position. He would amend 
the actual phraseology suggested by the Wandsworth 

Division. It was no doubt necessary that the returns 

should be sent in to the General Secretary, as it said in 

the third line, but in the fifth line he would like to put 

“and satisfy the Chairman of the Representative Meeting 

as to holding the subsequent meetings, and the Chairman 

of Representative Meetings being so informed and 
satisfied shall issue to such Representative a ticket of 
admission to the meeting.” 

Dr. W. Smitx (St. Pancras and Islington) questioned 
whether they were not putting too much work on the 
Chairman of Representative Meetings. 

Dr. Rk. H® WotsTENHOLME (Salford) pointed out that they 
had a salaried offcial who was perfectly ccm:etent to 
do this work. 

Mr. VERRALL said the Organization Committee had 
looked into this point and they did not agree with the 
Wandsworth proposal. 

Ms. W. G. Bootn (Manchester Central) said if this was 
only a question of a by-law, when the difficulty arose they 
would meet it. 

Mr. D. J. Wittrams (South Wales) pointed out that the 
General Secretary had all the machinery at his disposal, 
and would not find this at all an onerous duty. 

Mr. H. W. Armit (Hampstead) said this was ‘not a 
question of a duty but one of responsibility, and he agreed 
most strongly with the Wandsworth Division in not wish- 
ing to place a responsibility on a salaried oflicial if it 
could he accepted by the Chairman. 

Mr. Percy Rose (Stratford) regarded this a question of 
privilege which should be jealously guarded and kept in 
their own hands, and not deputed to a salaried official. 

Dr. Nasu asked why. with the experience they had had 
of their salaried officials, they should want t> constantly 
watch over them. 

Dr. Lancpon-Down pointed out that the amendment 
rong not alter the way in which the work would be 

one, 

Dr. BrapsHaw (Lancashire and Cheshire) also expressed 
confidence in the officials of the Association. 

Mr. J. Youna (Bolton) opposed the amendment. This 
was not a matter for the decision of the Chairman of 
Representative Meetings or the decision of the General 
Secretary. If the election was not according to the 
By-laws it was quite clear it must fall to the ground. If 
the Secretary of the Division decided that the election 
was according to the By-laws, he had no choice but to 
send the card to the Representative Meeting. If the 
Secretary of the Division did not send it, neither the 
Chairman nor General Secretary would have the right to 
do so. It seemed to him to be purely clerical work, and 
it was not fair to put iton the Chairman of the meeting. 
The matter should be left to the General Secretary. 

Dr. Cox foresaw that under this clause some very 
unpleasant situations might arise. It was quite likely 
that some slack Divisions might desire to send up a 
Representative without going through the proper formula. 
It was not a question of trusting or not trusting the 
General Secretary at all, and he thought on a question like 
thi, ifan unplcasant situation arose, they might place it 
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on the broad back of the Chairman of Representative 
Meetings, to whom they could talk more freely than they 
could to a salaried official. 

Dr. RoBERTSON put the case of the Secretary of Division 
omitting forany reason to send the intimation to the General 
Secretary. In what position would the Representative be 
who had been elected? Perhaps the Secretary of Division 
might be away on his holidays, and not come back till the 
whole thing was over. There, again, in what position 
would the Representative be? What arrangement had 
been made for such a position ? 

Dr. G. WestBy (Liverpool, South) took this to be part of 
the clerical work in connexion with the Association, and 
pointed out that much greater responsibilities than those 
rested on the General Secretary. 

Dr. JOHNSON SmytTH regarded the fact of the General 
Secretary being a paid ofticial as all the more reason why 
hia work should be carefully done. He thought they should 
go on as they were at the present time. 

The amendment was lost. 

The CHAIRMAN said that before proceeding with any 
other business he wished to deprecate the introduction of 
a thing which he was sure was never intended by anybody 
proposing this resolution, and that was the question of 
trusting or not trusting in the General Secretary. They 
did most absolutely trust the General Secretary, and he 
was very sorry that question had been raised. 

Dr. Dovanas (Dartford, Maidstone, Rochester and Chat- 
ham) moved to add the words: “ Provided that in case of 
doubt the matter be referred to the Chairman of the 
Representatives.” That would leave the general routine 
work to the General Secretary, and in a doubtful case the 
responsibility would rest with the Chairman of this 
meeting. 

Dr. Low seconded the amendment. 

Mr. Percy Rose (Stratford), in supporting the amend- 
ment, pointed out that a like procedure had already been 
adopted by Sir Victor Horsley. 

The amendment was carried. 

Dr. FoTtHeraityt thought the meeting for the moment, 
and probably the Organization Committee, had overlooked 
what this Representative Meeting decided a year or two 
ago, that for the purposes of this Represertative Body the 
Secretary should be the Medical Secretary. In saying 
that he wished to draw no invidious distinction between 
the two men who were working for them. He moved to 
substitute the word “ Medical” for “General.” 

Dr. WoLsTENHOLME (Manchester, Salford) strenuously 
op osed the amendment on the ground that the Medical 
Secretary was already overworked, and had not the time-to 
spare from his proper duties to deal with such a matter of 
routine. 

Mr. W. G. BootH (Manchester, Central) opposed the 
amendment on similar grounds, and pointed out that they 
were already contemplating having an Assistant Medical 
Secretary. 

The amendment was lost, and it was agreed that Sub- 
clause (4) should stand part of the Charter. 

Mr. VERRALL moved Clause 25 as follows : 


Term of Office. 

25. The Representative of a constituency shall come into 
office at the commencement of the Annual Representa- 
tive Meeting next succeeding the date of his election, 
and shall continue in office until the commencement of 
the Annual Representative Meeting in the following 
year, and shall be re-eligible. 

Dr. S. Hucues (Southampton, Guernsey and Alderney; 
Jersey) moved as an amendment that the clause should 
read: “ The Representative of a constituency shall come 
into office immediately he is elected.” 

Dr. FotHEeRGILL (Wandsworth) said that they had 
power to elect their Representatives up to nine months 
before the Annual Meeting. Was the idea of the amend- 
— that the Representative should come into office 

nen ? 

The CaatrMan stated that that was thelidea of the 
amendment. 

The amendment was put to the meeting and lost. 
wnt. J. McNipprer (East York and North Lincoln) moved 

at: 

The Representative shall not hold office for more than six 


years consecutively, and shail then be for one year 
ineligible for re-election. : 


| 


He said that continuity of office wasa bad thing. In the 
case of members of Council they could not hold office for 
more than six years, and he thought that the Repre- 
sentatives ought to be in the same position as members of 
Council. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead and Consett) seconded the 
amendment. 

Dr. WoLstENHOLME (Manchester, Salford) suggested 
that it would be better to leave the matter to the 
Divisions, and let each Division please itself. 

Dr. Cox said that the proposal in the amendment would 
be a means of introducing new blood from time to time, 
and it would be a convenient means of getting rid of men 
who had done good work. They could be got rid of 
gracefully. It was sometimes a very invidious thing to 
introduce new blood and at the same time not offend a 
man who had done good work. 

Dr. J. SINGLETON DaRLIN« (Portadown and West Down) 
said that the. matter was in the hands of the constitu- 
encies at present. There was no reason why they should 
elect a man for longer than they liked. There were many 
districts in which it would be extremely difficult to get as 
efficient a man as the present Representative, and there 
were many constituencies where the carrying out of the 
proposal would very seriously hamper the work. Men 
who had attended the Representaiive Meeting for a 
number of times ‘were far more valuable than new men, 
and almost necessarily so. 

Dr. Jounson SmytH (Bournemouth) said that if the 
proposal was accepted, in six years’ time there would be a 
Representative Meeting consisting entirely of new men. 
who knew nothing of the work. He hoped that the 
amendment would not be carried without very careful 
consideration. 

Dr. E. R. Kirsy (Birmingham Central) said that in 
the model rules sent down to the Divisions when they 
organized themselves the term of years suggested by the 
Council was five, after which the Representative should be 
ineligible for office for a period of one year. In his 
Division they adopted those model rules, and he believed 
that a great many other Divisions adopted them. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL said in his Division they had adopted a 
rule that their Representative was not to act for more 
than three years, and he was ineligible for a year after- 
wards. They were getting a tremendous influx of new 
blood. 

Dr. W. Opett (Torquay) asked the Solicitor whether he 
thought it better that the matter should be dealt with in 


the rules or that it should be left to the Divisions. He. 


would vote according to what the Solicitor said. 

The Soxicrror (Mr. Hempson) said that the difficulty 
which he had in the matter was perhaps illustrated by the 
oft-recurring question with regard to the Branch funds, on 
which he had advised so frequently. Branch funds could 


not be applied in excess of the objects of the Association, 


and if they got the By-laws of the Association in conflict 
with the By-laws of the Divisions, the By-laws of the 
Association must prevail. If the By-laws of the Associa- 
tion did not create disability in a man being returned as a 
Representative after a period of years, he did not see how 
by subsidiary By-laws the disability could be created so 
as to be legally enforceable. He thought that the best 
way, if they were going to have a limit, would be to make 
the limit coextensive throughout the whole of the 
Divisions, and work on a basis of uniformity. 

Mr. Nasu (East Norfolk, North Suffolk) said that Dr. Cox 
had put his finger on a very vital point in this matter. 
There was a great tendency in certain Divisions to get 
into rather arut. Some Divisions had a trusted Repre- 
sentative, and they got into the way of letting him go 
on year after year, and no fresh enthusiasm was created. 


Dr. K. A, GrRossMANN (Liverpool, West) considered the 


proposal inexpedient. He didnot think that the suscepti- 
bilities of Representatives would be very much hurt if they 


were not re-elected. His Division had passed a rale, with © 


regard to their Representative to the Branch Council, to 
choose the man twelve months beforehand, so that he 
might be trained for the work he had to do. They con- 
sidered that continuity in office was very important. 

Mr. Percy Rose (Stratford) said they were a kind of 
legislative body, but there were other legislative bodies far 
larger than they were, and in what bodies did. they find 
such an absurd restriction as was now proposed ? It was 
not found in Parliament. They ought to keep the men as 
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long as they were willing to place their services at the 
disposal of the Divisions. 

It was then moved, seconded, and agreed to that the 
question be put. 

Dr. Lancpon-Down (Richmond) inquired whether the 
proposal would be retrospective. 

The CuarrMAN stated that he should say that it could 
not be retrospective. 

The amendment was then put to the meeting and lost. 

Clause 25 was then agreed to. 

Mr. VERRALL then moved Clause 26 : 

t Substitutes for Representatives. 

26. In the event of a Representative of any constituency 
being unable or unwilling to attend a Representative 
Meeting, the said constituency shall have power to 
select a Representative to act at the said Meeting in 
his stead, and such selection may be made by the con- 
stituency in General —— or by such Officer or 
Member of the Division or Divisions composing the 
constituency as may have been authorized by the Rules 
of the Division or Divisions or by a Resolution of the 
constituency to make such selection. 

Dr. FotserGitt (Wandsworth) asked the Solicitor 
whether a Division was bound to elect a Representa- 
tive from its own constituency or not. When they 
originally started the Representative Meeting they were 
told “No,” and they found it exceedingly difficult to get 
men to g? down to Swansea. He believed that several 
men sent men in the district to represent them, but 
he understood that the other day an edict was given 
out that a man must get a Representative from his own 
liome. 

Lieutenant-Colonel CurME (West Dorset) 
asked, in the case of a Representative being ill, who 
would have the power of appointing his deputy. 

The ‘CHAIRMAN pointed out that that was already 
settled; according to the rule, it was the Secretary and 
the Chairman of the Division; there was no further 
power. 

The Soricitor, dealing with the strict legal construction 
of the regulations, referred the meeting to the Articles 
26, 27, and 30, and said his view was that it was not neces- 
sary that the Representative sent up should be a member 
of that particular Division; it was not so limited, and he 
thought in that respect the regulations would be con- 
strued with the greatest strictness. If they desired to 
bar a man, they would have to show that legally he was 
wrongly sent. . 

Dr. Pope moved as an amendment that it should be 
made compulsory that both Representatives and substi- 
tutes should be members of the Divisions they repre- 
sented. 

Dr. R. H. WoLtsTENHOLME (Salford) seconded. 

The CHAirMAN asked Dr. Pope if he would take it in the 
for m of an instruction from the meeting to draft a By-law 
to the effect of the suggested amendment; to which 
Dr. Pore assented. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL inquired if Dr. Pope would take it in 
two sections. For his part, he agreed the Representative 
should be the Representative of the Division; but it 
might occur that the Representative could not go a 
long distance to attend a meeting, and it was desirable 
that the Representative who could attend should have the 
views of the Division explained to him. Hence, for 
his part, he would like to take a vote on the two matters 
separately. 

Mr. VERRALL inquired why they should tie the hands of 
people unnecessarily. If a constituency did not want to 
elect a man who was not a member of that Division, they 
would not elect him. On the other hand, if they found it 
easier to get a man who was not a member of the Division, 
why should they not’ Their Regulations did not say 
that Representatives should be members of the Assgo- 
ciation even—they could not find that laid down. He 
thought the Divisions should be left to work out their 
own salvation in the way they thought best. 

Dr. WALTER SMITH thought in the case of the Colonies 
they might depute some one in this country if they were 
unable to send a Representative from the Colony. The 
same thing applied to the North of Ireland and other 
remote parts of the United Kingdom. 

Dr. JoHN Brown hoped the amendment would not be 
earried. If, for instance, Divisions in Scotland and 
Ireland were unable to send Representatives, there were 
Irishmen and Scotsmen in London who could represent 


them. Why limit themselves? The Divisions would 
make their choice. Let them have liberty to roam all 
over England for a Representative if they wanted to. 

Dr. W. Dovucias (Dartford, Maidstone, Rochester and 
Chatham) instanced the case of a Representative who;. 
having lived in the district of his constituency, moved 
away to another district, but still continued to represent. 
his old constituency. It would be most unwise to tie the 
hands of the Division and prevent his continuing so 
to act. 

It having been moved that the question be now put, the 
amendment: 

That the Representative or his substitute must be a member 

of the Division which he represents, 
was then put and lost. 
Dr. H. Cox (Gateshead and Consett) moved : 


That no person shall represent more than one constituency. 


In the event of a constituency at a distance not able to get 
a@ man to come, and whoappointed a substitute, he thought 
it very undesirable to have a Representative with three or 
four lots of votes. He could imagine the unfortunate 
effect in the case of a Representative instructed in two 
different ways. If a Division wanted a substitute, they 
should get one not instructed by another Division. 

The amendment was put to the meeting and lost, 
32 voting for and 44 against. 

Mr. GrEorGE Brown (Devonport) thought there ought to 
be some limit to the number of Divisions a man should 
represent, and moved an amendment that no Representa- 
tive should represent more than three constituencies at 
any one Representative Meeting. Three Divisions were 
as much as any one man could represent. There had been 
canvassing for representation of Divisions, and it was 
possible a Representative might attend on behalf of half a 
dozen Divisions. That would be an abuse of the power 
given by the By-laws. 

Dr. Lanapon-Down (Richmond) inquired whether it had 
been the practice for one Representative to represent 
more than one Division. 

The CHAIRMAN replied that he did not think that it had 
ever occurred for a man to represent two Divisions. 

Mr. Ba.tiance (Norwich and West Norfolk) desired to 
know the opinion of the Colonial Representatives. 

Dr. Stawe.. (Victoria), in reply, reiterated what the 
Chairman of the Organization Committee had put so 
definitely. In throwing out the amendment to limit the 
number of constituencies to be represented by one Repie- 
sentative they showed they were not going to hamper the 
various Divisions in what was put down for their guidance. 
Of course they would a’l desire that one Representative 
should only represent one constituency, but at the same 
time they did not want to be hampered as to whether he 
should represent two or three or more. He thought they 
could leave it, as the Chairman of the Organization Com- 
mittee put it, to the good sense of the various Divisions. 

The amendment was then put to the meeting and lost. 

Mr. VERRALL introduced By-law 27: 


Convening of Annual Representative Meetings. 

27. The Annual Representative Meeting shall be convened 
in every year by the Council, and shall be held at such 
time and place as shall have been prescribed by the 
Association in the previous Annual Representative 
Meeting, and if no time or place shall have been so 
one a the same shall be determined by the 

ouncil. 


The CuarrMAN ruled the Exeter Division amendment 

out of order. 

Mr. VERRALL moved as an amendment to the By-law 

that there be added the following : 

All those who shall have been elected to take office at the 
close of an Annual Representative Meeting as Members 
of Council shall be entitled to take part in such Meeting. 

The By-law as amended was agreed to by the meeting. 

Mr. VERRALL then moved By-law 28 (1): » 


Special Representative Meetings. 

28. (1) Representative Meetings, other than the Annual 
Representative Meeting, shall be styled Spccial Repre- 
sentative Meetings, and shall be convened at any time 
by the Chairman of Representative Meetings on the 
requisition of the Council or on the requisition of not 
less than seven Constituencies, 


“ FoTHERGILL (Wandsworth) moved as an amend- 
ment: 


Se 
( 
4 
j 
“A 
4 
\ 
\ 
i 
i 
ty 
J 


JuNE 8, 190;.] 


SPECIAL REPRESENTATIVE MEETING.’ 


300 


. Omit ‘‘at any time,” and insert after ‘‘ meetings” (line 3) 
‘‘ within eight weeks of the receipt of a.” 
Omit ‘‘ on the ” and ‘on the requisition.” 


He said the matter had been discussed in Committee, and 
it was thought only fair if they tied the hands of the 
Council with regard to a Referendum on other points they 
should also deal with their Chairman of Representative 
Meetings. They did not think he would be cantankerous, 
but at the same time it was as well to leave out the words 
“at any time.” At any time meant no time, and his 
Division desired to insert “within eight weeks of the 
receipt of a requisition.” 

Mr. BALLANCE hoped the matter would be left in the 
hands of the Chairman of Representative Meetings. 
Eight weeks might not be a convenient time within which 
to convene a meeting, and he thought they could trust 
their Chairman to summon the meeting within the proper 
time. 

The amendment of the Wandsworth Division was then 
put to the meeting and lost, and By-law 28 (1) was 
adopted. . 

Mr. VERRALL then moved the following By-laws 28 (2) 
and 28 (3): 


(2) At least 14 days’ notice of such Meeting shall be given in 
the JOURNAL, and such notice shall indicate the object 
for which such meeting is convened. 

(3) No business shall be dealt with by a Special Repre- 
sentative Meeting other than that for which it is 
specifically convened, 


which were agreed to without discussion. 
By-law 29 was then put to the meeting: 


Business of Annual Representative Meeting. 

29. The business of the Annual Representative Meeting shall 
be to elect a Representative of a Division as the Chair- 
man of Representative Meetings, and also a Repre- 
sentative of a Division as Deputy-Chairman ; to elect a 
President of the Association ; to elect ten Members of 
the Council, and such other Officers and such Members 
of Committees as by the Orsdinances or By-laws be 
required to be so elected; to consider the election of 
Honorary Members when recommended by the Uouncil ; 
to appoint a place at which the next Annual Repre- 
sentative Meeting shall be held; to consider the Annual 
Financial Statement and Balance Sheet presented by the 
Council ; to appoint an Auditor or Auditors (who shall 
bea professional Accountant or professional Accountants) 
and fix his or their remuneration ; to consider Reports of 
the Council, Reports of Committees instructed to i 
to such Meeting and Reports of Branches and motions 
relating to the adoption of such reports in whole or in 
part ; to make new Ordinances or By-laws and alter and 
repeal existing Ordinances and By-laws and to consider 
any resolution relating to the honour and interests of 
the medical profession or of the Association which shall 
have been adopted by any Division or Branch, provided 
that any such Resolution proposing material alteration 
of the Constitution or policy of the Aszociation shall 
have been submitted through the JourNat for the 
consideration of all the Divisions not less than three 
months previously ; 


ut consideration thereof was postponed. 
Clause 30 was agreed to as follows: 


Chairman. 

20, At every Representative Meeting the Chairman of Repre- 
sentative Meetings, when present, and in his absence 
the Deputy Chairman of Representative Meetings, when 
present, shall preside. In the absence of both the said 
officers the meeting shall appoint a Chairman from its 
own number. 


Mr. VERRALL moved Clause 31, clause by clause, as follows: 


Voting. 
31. (1) In any Representative Meeting Representatives of 
Divisions only shall be entitled to vote. 

(2) Voting shall ba, as a rule, by show of hands, unless 
before such vote is taken twenty Representatives 
present request that the vote shall be taken by card, 
in which case every Representative shall record as 
many votes as there are Members in the constituency 
bag ee he represents according to the annual list then 
n force. 

«3) In voting upon any matter upon which a constituency 
has passed a Resolution within the three months im- 
mediately preceding such Meeting, the Representative 
of that constituency shall be under obligation to vote 
in accordance with such resolution. 

(4) The Chairman shall in the case of an ¢quality of votes 
have a4 second or casting vote. 

Lieuteuant-Colonel Witson moved the following 
amendment: 


By-law 31 (1) and (2): 
That By-law 31 (Sections (1) and (2)) be amended as follows: 
(1) To read, “In any Representative Meeting onl 
Representatives of Divisions and Members of Council 
representing the Naval, Army, and Indian Medical 
Services shall be entitled to vote.” 
(2) At end of Section (2) add, ‘‘ Power to vote by card 
shall not apply to Members of Council representing 
the Naval, Army, and Indian Medical Services.” 


He said the amendment would have the effect of allowing 
members entering public services—the Navy, Army, and 
the Indian—to have a vote at these Representative 
Meetings. All members of Council had a right to 
speak at this meeting, but were not allowed to 
vote. They were in a very peculiar position 
as regards the public services. Members of Council 
were represented by their Divisions who could vote, of 
course, and exercise influence on behalf of the Division to 
which they belonged, but all members of the public 
services who were on full pay, by the mere fact of their 
position, were almost entirely prevented from belonging to 
any Divisions at all by reason of the constant changes of 
officers on full pay, with the exception of a few signal 
stations, such as Malta, where perhaps they might belong 
to their Branch. In addition to that the meeting decided 
on the previous day, by the decisior on the Referendum, 
that the votes were to be taken by Divisions, and not by 
individual members. That was a decision which, of course, 
he thoroughly agreed with, but the effect of it was that it 
practically disfranchised over 2,000 men in the public 
services. If they sent round, no doubt at vast expense, 
a personal notice to all members of the Association, officers 
of the Army, Navy, and Indian Medical Services could 
record their votes, but not belonging to any Division they 
were of course debarred from expressing any opinion on 
any matter of Referendum. Under these exceptional cir- 
cumstances he thought the meeting might be disposed to 
allow the By-laws to be altered so as to allow members of 
Council representing the public services to vote. He did 
not suggest that they should have a card vote, but 
an individual vote on matters affecting the public 
services. 

Dr. E. D. Krrsy (Birmingham Central) seconded the 
amendment, 

Mr. W. G. BootH (Manchester, Central) said he 
believed there were not more than three or four 
members of the public services on the Council. 

The CHatrRMAN : Three. 

Dr. E. D. Krirpy said if there was to be representation 
of the army and navy, why should not they take into 
account the volunteers as well. 

The CHarrRMAN pointed out that the volunteer medical 
officers were not at all on the same footing, as they were 
represented by their Divisions at home. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHarrMAN, in the absence of the Representative 
of the Liverpool (Northern) Division (Lancashire and 
Cheshire Branch), moved : 


That By-law 31 (3), second line, read, ‘‘ Within ¢wo months,” 
instead of three. 


Dr. K. A. Grossmann (Liverpool, Western) opposed 
the amendment, thinking that four months would be 
even better than three. Two months he regarded as_ 
inadequate. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL also said he would like to see the time 
increased rather than reduced. 

The amendment was lost. 

Dr. RosertTson asked whether if a Representative voted 
otherwise than according to his instructions, his vote 
would be invalidated. 

The CHAIRMAN said it did not invalidate it; but that 
was a matter between him and his Division to fight out 
afterwards. 

It was then agreed that Clause 31, as amended, stand 
part of the Charter. 

Mr. VERRALL proposed Clause 32, as follows: 


Quorum. 

32. No business shall be transacted at any Representative 
Meeting unless there be present at least one-half of tbe 
— of Representatives appointed to attend such 

eeting. 


The clause was agreed to. © 
Mr. VERRALL proposed Clause 33, as follows: 
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Adjournment. 
33. Any Represanjative Meeting may be adjourned from 
day to day until the completion of its business. 


The clause was agreed to. 
Mr. VERRALL proposed Clause 34, as follows : 


Minutes. 
34. The Minutes of every Representative Meeting shall, after 
confirmation, be transmitted by the Chairman thereof 
to the Council for presentation to its next meeting. 


The clause was agreed to. 
Mr. VERRALL proposed Clause 35, as follows : 


SECTION VI. 
CouUNCIL. 
Commencement of Office. 
35. The Council shall come into office at the close of the 
Annual Representative Meeting of each year. 


The clause was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN on Clause 36, which was as follows: 


Composition. 

36. The Council shall be composed of the ex-officio Members 
mentioned in the ordinances, and of Members duly 
elected by the following bodies, namely (a) by the 
Branches of the Association, which shall be grouped for 
the purpose of electing twenty Members of the Council 
in the manner prescribed by By-law 37; (b) by the 
Representative Body, which shall elect annually ten 
members of the Council, and ©) by the Council itself, 
which shall have power to add to its numbers at any 
of its Meetings all or any one or more of the following, 
namely: One Medical Officer on the active or retired list 
of each of the following services:—The Royal Navy 
Medical Service, the Army Medical Service, and the 
Indian Medical Service, provided that in each case 


such Medical Officer shall not have retired from the 


active list more than three years previously, 


said they came to the most crucial part of the work of the 
Representative Meeting. The difficulty was that there 
were sO many cross-propositions with regard to the manner 
of electing the Council, and he would suggest a way in 
which he thought the difficulty would be best met. In 
the constitution of the Council there were practically 
two parts, the ez-oficio part, which must come by 
ordinance, and there were the service members, to 
whom nobody objected. He would usk Mr. Verrall to 
propose these two and get rid of those first. 

Mr. VERRALL, in accordance with the Chairman’s sug- 
gestion, said he would propose Clause 36 from the com- 
mencement down to “ordinances,” and the portion 
relating to the members belonging to the services. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL understood that the Council was to 
elect representatives of the services. 

The CHarrMan: That is so. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL said his Division wished to oppose that. 
The logical idea was that this Representative Meeting 
should elect the Central Council, and they had a mandate 
to that effect, and following that out logically they said 
that the services should be elected by the Representative 
Meeting, on the recommendation of the Central Council. 
In other words, they wanted to elect the Central Council, 
lock, stock, and barrel. He would therefore like Mr. 
Verrall to leave that second clause out. 

The CHAIRMAN said Mr. Verrall was willing to leave the 
question of the service people open at present. There was 
a proposition on the agenda from the Norwich and West 
Norfolk Divisions which he thought would get at this 
matter better than any other. That amendment was: 

That By-law 36 be so modified as to provide for the election 

of the whole of the Central Council, with the exception of 
the ex officio _and Colonial members, by the Repre- 
sentatives of Divisions at the Annual Representative 
Meeting, and in such manner as to secure due topo- 
— representation of the various districts of the 
ted Kingdom. 
That resolution would be proposed by Mr. Ballance. 

Mr. H. A. BALLANCcE (Norwich and West Norfolk) agreed 
with the Chairman that this was the most important 
matter before the meeting. His Division was very firmly 
of opinion that the right way to elect the Council of the 
future was by this Representative Meeting. He would 
remind them that at the meeting at Caxton Hall his 
resolution, that there should be a large representation of 
the Representative Body on the Council of the future, was 
accepted. He thought it better to bring this matter before 
them in the form of a broad, comprehensive, but perfectly 


direct, resolution which would focus the attention of the 
meeting on the principle involved. It might, of course, 
be modified to suit the Ayrshire Division’ Representative, 
according as the meeting thought best to carry out the 
intention of the resolution; and, therefore, it was not 


necessary in proposing the resolution to go in any detail 


into the schemes contained in the appendix to the report 
of the Organization Committee. How far did they get at the 
Representative Meeting last year? There was no doubt 
that that meeting was practically unanimously in favour 
of the reduction of the Central Council on the ground of 
economy, and he thought the Representative Meeting 
firmly held the opinion that it would not decrease the 
efficiency of the Council to be reduced in numbers, and it 
also went so far as to approve a very considerable 
representation by the Representative Meeting in 
electing that Council. The resolution moved last 
year that the whole of the Council should be elected 
by the Representative Meeting was lost for the reason, 
he believed, that the meeting was not satisfied that 
true topographical representation would be secured, 
but in various schemes before them topographical 
representation had been absolutely secured and the more 
remote parts of the country would be over-represented, 
and he hoped that would meet the approval of all 
members of the Representative Meeting. For instance, 
in the various schemes, Ireland was nearly four times as 
well represented as parts of England and Wales. Scotland 
was about twice as well represented, and that, he thought, 
must commend itself to the meeting because of the 
difliculty of access from those distant parts of the 
kingdom. Last year they came to a compromise. The 
meeting decided that it would not agree to the Council 
being wholly elected by the Representative Meeting, and a 
resolution was passed, moved by himself, that the Council 
should be partly elected by the Branches and partly by 
the Representative Meeting in the proportion of two to 
one. Therefore the principle that the Representative 
Meeting should take part in the election of the Council 
was conceded. But was this proposal that the Counci) 
should be partly elected by the branches and partly by 
Representative Meeting an altogether satisfactory one? 
Would it aitogether conduce to harmony in the working 
of the Association? For himself he could not see that it 
would, nor did the Divisions he represented think so, and 
therefore in the interests of smooth and harmonious work- 
ing he wished to commend the resolution which stood in 
his name, If they could secure this harmonious working 
there was no doubt the Association would meet with the 
greatest possible success, and one of the means of securing 
that harmonious working, it seemed to him, was that the 
constitution should be founded on a logical basis. At one 
end of the Association they should have the single 
member, represented at the Representative Meeting by the 
Representative of his Division, and there would be groups 
of Representatives representing larger districts or areas 
composed of groups of Branches four or more in number, 
so that there would be a logical sequence from the single 
member at one end up to the Representative Council at 
the other end. These grouped Branches would be just as 
efficiently represented under one of these schemes as they 
had been in the past, but they would not be represented 
by the same number of Councillors as in the past, because 
it was wished to reduce the number of the Council, 
but they would be represented quite as efficiently ; 
there would be the same number electing them as at 
present, but the machinery would be different. There 
was no suggestion in the proposal to oust the members 
of the present Council. All recognized the admirable 
work done in the old days by the Council elected under 
the present Branch system of representation. He believed 
that the Councillors at the present meeting would come 
back to the future Council in a very large proportion, but 
elected by different machinery. If there was any sugges- 
tion in the present proposal that the members of the 
Council whom he had referred to should be replaced, he 
should give no support to the proposal. That proposal 
was conceived in the interests of the Association, and he 
most earnestly commended it to the favourable acceptance 
of the meeting. 

Dr. WynnE (Leigh and Wigan) wished to support very 
strongly every word which Mr. Ballance had said. In his 


Division, in considering this matter, they had realized that 
the present was a very crucial moment in the evolution of 
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the Association, and they felt that the result of the vote - 


meant the decision of the question whether the Council 
was to be an Executive Committee of the Representative 
‘Body, or. was to be in effect a Second Chamber. 
Division ‘they had come to the conclusion that there had 
been in the past undeniably a certain amount of friction 
and a certain aniount of detriment to the Association from 


a want of complete understanding between the Represen- - 


tative Body and the Council. They were conscious of all 
that had been done by the Council in the past, and they 


hoped that its personnel would remain almost unchanged ; 


but he was instructed to vote and to speak on behalf of 
the election of the Council entirely by the Representative 
Body. 

Dr. Larran (Carlow) opposed Mr. Ballance’s proposi- 
tion. Mr. Ballance had said that the present Council had 
done its business admirably. If the Council had done its 
business admirably, why get rid of it? Furthermore, the 
Council by its existing members had allowed representa- 
tion on a scale which had more or less satisfied the 
Association at large. If numbers were cut down, people 
and districts in his own country, for instance, would be 
left without adequate representation. He did not consider 
the representation which would be left to Ireland at all 
adequate, and that was the view of the members of the 
Association in Ireland. The expenses of the Council 
were, comparatively speaking, insignificant and well 
within the means of the Association, and he did not think 
that the trifle saved would at all counterbalance the 
mischief done. ; 

Dr. Martiry (Dublin) opposed Mr. Ballance’s proposi- 
tion. Practically the suggestion of Mr. Ballance came 
down to one single point. The Council was to be elected 
really by the Representative Meeting. The main idea of 
the proposition, it seemed to him, was to imitate the 
Parliamentary situation, and to provide that the Council 
should be, as it were, a Cabinet of the Representative 
Meeting. That would be a most excellent arrangement if 
they were ‘more like Parliament, and if they were con- 
tinuously sitting or sitting for a large part of the year, and 
were well able to keep their eyes apon their Cabinet. 
The point that would upset his part of the world most was 
due to the fact that they had in Ireland a feeling that 
possibly. they were not very well understood over here. 
They might be wrong; but they had the feeling that no 
representative body would elect the man for Ireland that 
Ireland wanted. They wanted to have their own men 
elected by Irishmen and elected in Ireland. They felt 
that a person elected by the Representative Meeting to 
represent freland would only represent the meeting’s idea 
of what Ireland wanted. 

Mr. Batuance pointed out that that was entirely pro- 
vided for in the scheme under Appendix E, by which the 
Irish Representatives would elect the Irish members of 
the Council. 

Dr. Wa. Ewart (Westminster) said that he was desired 
by his Division to put forward certain views which they held, 
and he was glad to say that those views were of a nature 
to support the existing state of affairs as far as supporting 
the Council, the magagement of the affairs of the Asso- 
ciation by the Council, and the co-option by the Council 
of a certain number of members. He believed that the 
point before the meeting at present was as to whether the 
meeting was to be the supreme authoritative and auto- 
eratic power in the British Medical Association—that was 
to say, whether the Representatives of the Divisions were 
to be the absolute masters of the situation and the reai 
governors, whether they should put upon themselves the 
crown of autocracy, and whether they should decide by 
their own will that they would be the governing body. 
This was a very big undertaking. In the Government of 
this country there were two Chambers, and there was a 
kind of check, because there was perpetual opposition and 
perpetual criticism. Seeing that they met only at intervals 
and for so short a time, were they well advised in rushing 
into so big a change as was proposed by cutting away that 
which they had as a sheet anchor—namely, the Council, 
which was composed of men of probity and sense, 
devoted to the interests of the Association, inured to 
its work, and full of experience, and able constantly 
to meet and discuss? Were they going to make nothing 
of them ? 

Dr. R. H. WotstenuoumMeE (Salford) said that per- 
haps, as the Chairman of the Committee which origin- 


In his 


‘ally-led-to the alteration of the old constitution, he 


might be allowed to say a few words. It was always in the 
mind of that Committee that the time would come when 
the Representative Meeting would be supreme, and when 
the Representative Meeting; being supreme, would ‘select 


the Council to carry out its injunctions. He hoped that 


that time. had come. It seemed to him that that was the 
only logical position to take up. ‘Those members:of the 
Council who had done good work would be quite able to 
continue that good work, because they would have every 
opportunity of being nominated by the Representative 
Body and elected.. It would not be quite true to-say that 
the Council at the present moment consisted only of 
members who were most anxious to do the work of 
the Association, for only the other day he was told 
that there were members on the Council who ab- 
solutely refused to sit on committees. He hoped 
that the meeting would pass the motion proposed b 

Mr. Ballance. 

Mr. J. Warp Cousins (Portsmouth) knew that a 
great many of his friends would look on him as 
a very old-fashioned Conservative, but he could 
assure them that in every sense of the word he was 
a Liberal of the Liberals. He did not wish the 
meeting to gather the impression from the remarks he 
was going to make that he held strictly that there should 
be no change; but he felt very certain that in deciding 
the question they had the Association in the balance. 
He was very pleased to hear what Mr. Ballance said in 
reference to the old Council, and he fully endorsed every 
word of it. But he had attended all four Representative 
Meetings, and he thought there had been a little friction ; 
there had been a little loss of that balance which ought to 
exist between the Representative Body and the Council. 
Therefore it struck him that they should do their utmost 
to correct that tendency. As regards the question of 
electing the Council from the Representative Body, to 
his mind there was a very great difficulty at once, by 
reason of the fact that they met only once a year. How 
many of the members of the Representative Body were tho- 
roughly in touch with the intricacies of the administra- 
tion of the Association? His own impression was that 
there were a large number of Representatives who came 
to the meetings who really had no thought whatever of 
the difficulties in connexion with ihe administration of 
the Association. They came, and they sat, and heard; but 
were they sufficiently in touch with all the secret diffi- 
culties which the organization brought about? It 
seemed to him that the election of the Council from 
the body of the Representatives, as he saw them and 
felt them to be, would really be going back to the old- 
fashioned conservative business by locking up the Asso- 
ciation in the hands of a fewagain. He did not believe 
that they could have a thoroughly liberal administration 
of the Association if the dual control was in the hands of 
the Representative Body, for the simple reason that all 
associations tended to more or less fall into the hands of 
a more or less select number of hard workers. There was 
no doubt that it was a very great protection that they 
should have the two heads of the Association “the Repre- 
sentative Body and the Council—each elected by a 
democratic vote; and there ought most certainly to be 
between those bodies a real balance. That was the great 
thing, and that alone would sustain and help the Asso- 
ciation to carry on its great work throughout the world. 
He believed that between the Council and the Repre- 
sentative Body there ought to be co-operation—and there 
ought to be combination, but not too much affection. 
That could only be obtained by having two heads—a 
dual control properly balanced in the way he had 
spoken of. 

Dr. E. D. Kirny (Birmingham, Central) had very definite 
instructions from his Branch to oppose the scheme put 
forward by Mr. Ballance. He admired Mr. Ballance’s 
logic and the admirable way in which the scheme fitted 
together, but they had to consider other things besides 
logic in making a constitution. They had to consider 
sentiment, and his Division felt very strongly that it was 
a scheme for disfranchisement, and said in the very 
strongest possible manner that they would not delegate 
their franchise to any Representative, whoever he 
might be. 

Dr. O’DeEtt (Torquay) supported the admirable proposi- 
tion of Mr. Ballance, because, to his mind, it was the best 
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thought-out scheme which had been put before the meet- 
ing. It was not that the meeting was not going to elect 
their Representative Council, but it was that they, as 
Representatives of certain Divisions in groups, should 
from those Divisions elect members to represent them on 
the Council. No one could go back to theold times of the 
meeting at Carlisle and recollect what sort of a meeting 
that was—simply a bear garden, with the Council of one 
frame of mind and the meting of another, and no busi- 
ness done—and compare that with the business done at 
the present time, without feeling that they had 
gone forward many steps. Such a. scheme as Mr. 
Ballance proposed was admirable, and he supported it 
heartily. 

Mr. G. H. Broapsent (Manchester, North) reminded 
the meeting that a year or two ago he obtained the first 
vote in favour of the Representative Meeting having the 
power to elect six members on the Council. That was 
passed, but it was never carried out. Why, he could 
never make out entirely, but at any rate it seemed to 
give confidence to the Reprezentative Meeting to make 
greater claims. He thought if the amendment were 
carried it would cause a very great deal of dissatisfaction. 
It was all very well for them to pass anything at that meet- 
ing, but what would be the effect on the Association in 
general? It seemed a revolutionary proceeding. [Hear, 
hear.| They got on very nicely among themselves at the 
meeting as a rule, but they had to consider what out- 
siders would think. Not only that, they had to have 
consideration for the Council. It was all very well to 
speak very nicely of the Council, but it was something 
lika speaking nicely of som2 one they employed, and 
whom they were just getting rid of. He said, let them 
have the Council as proposed in the first Charter. Let 
them have twenty members or more, if found desirable 
with regard to the convenience of geographical distribu- 
tion and £0 on, elected by the constituencies or by thie 
Branches, and ten by that bojy. He thought that 
would .be a very fair mode of proceeding, and would 
not cause so much dissatisfaction with the members of 
the old Council as the revolutionary proposal of Mr. 
Ballance. 

Dr. G. PARKER (Bristo]) was instructed by his Division 
to vote against anv alteration in the present constitution 
of the Council. While recognizing the difficulties which 
had existed in the past they did not think they would 
necessarily remain so great in the future. Under Mr. 
Ballance’s scheme they were practically doing away with 
the Referendum. In most forms of constitutional govern- 
ment there was a Second Chamber or Referendum. All 
representative bodies were occasionally liable to what he 
might call pathological aberration, and unless they had 
some healthy balance to oppose to that they would be 
landed in difficulties. 

Mr. C. R. Straton (Salisbury) opposed any alteration in 
the present method of electing the Council. The scheme 
proposed by Mr. Ballance took away the election of the 
Council from the Branches, and deputed it not even to the 
districts, but to five or six men who had not been elected 
by the districts as Representatives. The Council was a 
most important body sitting the whole year round, witha 
large number of Committees, and. it was known to those 
who served on the Council how difficult it was to get a 
man to serve on the Committees. Mr. Ballance had spoken 
of the old days, but the old days were not more than four 
or five years ago, and that was not time enough to gain 
full experience of the difficulties of working. 

Dr. Maney (Bromsgrove, Dudley, and West Bromwich), 
acting as a substitute, felt he ought to speak on the sub- 
ject in justice to his Representative. The question of the 
various schemes had been discussed at considerable length 
by his Division, and while there was a strong feeling that 
they should go with their neighbours in Birmingham, 
whose opinion they had heard from Dr. Kirby, yet it was 
felt to attempt to dc anything of the kind would be to put 
back the clock. They had committed themselves in the 
Association to a democratic body—they had become a free 
democracy, and it was, as Mr. Ballance said, the legitimate 
sequence of having created the democracy to trust the 
democracy. If they did not trust themselves, whom were 
they to trust? He was instructed to support the 


democratic view that that body should elect the future 
Council—that it should be elected by the Representative 
Body and not from the Repre entative Body. 


Mr. W. H. Horrocks (Bradford) inquired if Mr. 
Ballance’s amendment had been before the Divisions—it 
had not been before the speaker's Division. 

The CHarrMan replied that in the draft Charter the 
principle undoubtedly had been before the Divisions. Al) 
the schemes had been before them. 

Dr. A. Cox (Gateshead and Consett) had been instructed 
by his Division to support the principle of the election of 
the Council by the Representative Meeting, because they 
felt, as he believed was also generally felt in the 
Association, that the time had come when the 
Council ought to be reduced in size. He thought 
many members agreed on that point who were 
not agreed on the principle under debate. His 
Division felt that if they were going to commence to 
alter the present arrangements and to reduce the size of 
the Council they would inevitably get friction, and pro- 
bably get as much friction by taking off a member from a 
small Branch here or there or a member away from a 
Branch that had two members as they were likely to get 
by making the change proposed. In addition to that, 
they felt the force of the logical sequence of events, which 
was to get down to something like a sensible constitution. 
They had been told by one or two speakers of the horrible 
things that might happen by reason of a Council elected 
by the Representative Body. He would like to know what 
particular virtue the present method conferred upon the 
men elected. As he had pointed out when dealing with 
another matter, the election of many members of the 
Council was a perfect farce. In conversation with a 
member he learned that the latter had put to the members 
of his Division the question, Did they know who was re- 
presenting their Branch on the Central Council? And not 
one ofthem did. That was a very striking thing; but he 
was quite certain that they might go into parts of their 
Branches and find many members who did not 
know who represented them on the Central Council. 
That could not be said of the Representatives of 
Divisions at any rate, who were to a large extent more 
representative than the men on the Central Council. 
He, the speaker, had been a member of the Central 
Council, and he thought the time had come when they 
should reduce the size of the Council from 73, which was 
far too big. Those who had sat as members of it knew the 
horrible state of confusion that body got into, rushirg 
through its business in the last hour or two in a way which 
was simply phenomenal. A smaller Council would not do 
that sort of thing, and he thought there was a general con- 
sensus of opinion that they should have a smaller Council ; 
and, if they were going to proceed upon the principle of 
having a smaller Council, they might as well go the whole 
hog. 

Mr. G. H. BroapvBent (Manchester, North), on a point 
of order, thought the Chairman was wrong with regard to 
notice of the amendment having been sent to the 
Divisions. 

The CHArRMAN pointed out that he had not stated that 
notice of the Norwich Division amendment had been sent 
to the Divisions; but had stated that the prineiple was 
included in the Norwich scheme which had been sent to 
the Divisions some time ago. The Norwich Division pro- 
position only came to hand the night before last, so that 
it could not go to the Divisions. 

Dr. Pore was instructed by his Division to support the 
proposition not to reduce the Council in point of numbers, 
and further to support the principle that it was preferable 
that the majority should be elected by the members of the 
Branches and a certain number by the Representative 
Body. Some body had to govern the Association, and he 
considered the proposal to elect a smaller Council in the 
way suggested unsound. Ifit were necessary that directly- 
elected Representatives should manage the Association, 
let the Representatives do it and do away with the 
Council altogether, but to have a hybrid body as was pro- 
posed would take away the interest which many members 
took in the Association. It might be all right for London 
—they could get up a certain interest in London and the 
big towns, but in large country districts he was certain 
the feeling that there were not directly-elected Representa- 
tives managing the business of the Association would lead 
toa gradual loss of interest in the Association altogether. 
He knew the réle that Cassandra played, and with the 
feeling that his remarks might make no impression, he 
would say nothing further. 


a 
-| 
— 
i 
q 
438 | 
at 
a 
j 
4 
— 
t 1} 
> 


8, 19¢7.| 


SPEOIAL REPRESENTATIVE MEETING. 


Supper. 
ime 353 


Dr. Youna (Bolton) was instructed by the unanimous 
decision of his Division to oppose the resolution before 
the meeting. His Division did not want to go back to 
the old state of affairs. One speaker had said if they 
were not to trust themselves whom were they to trust. Of 
course they trusted themselves naturally, but they would 
not always have the same gentlemen forming the same 
body, and he believed it would be a pity and a mistake if 
they formed what was called a Council from the Repre- 
sentative Body. It would not be a Council in any shape 
or form, but it would be simply a Committee of the 
Reprezentative Body. [No, no.] He liked a little oppo- 
sition, but that was his opinion. He thought they ought 
to be satisfied with the present metliod of election. 

Dr. Bruck Gorr (Lanarkshire) supported the recom- 
mendation of the Committee. 

Dr. McKenzig Jounston, while accepting the ruling of 
the Chairman that the principle of the matter had been 
before the Divisions, thought his Division had not had an 
epportunity of giving him definite instructions as to the 
motion of Mr. Ballance, but he was confident he knew 
what their opinion would be. He thought the Council 
should be either elected directly by the members through 
their Branches, or else by the Representative Body, but 
that some should be elected by one body and some by 
another body was not a logical proposition. However, he 
felt he must vote against Mr. Ballance’s proposal. 

Dr. FoTtHERGILL said he would like to say a word to the 
meeting as to the way in which they came to a decision in 
his own Division, because it seemed to him,if he might 
suggest such a thing, a tremendous number of members 
were very hazy as to the logical discussion of events. 
When they started discussing it on the basis of Mr. 
Ballance’s resolution, they took it they would be grouped 
in the metropolis with 16 others, and they could in that 
Division nominate four mento represent the group. Then 
the 17 Representatives would have to meet among 
themselves, and, having all the nominations before them, 
would elect four men to represent the group on the Central 
Council. That was the basis on which they decided the 
thing. The present system seemed to him to be similar. 
The members in their Divisions could nominate men to 
the Central Council. They then submitted their nomina- 
tions to every man in the Branch. He would suggest to 
them the consideration whether they would get more com- 
petent opinion from the whole of the members and the 
Branches on those nominations than they would at 
a special meeting when the virtues or otherwise 
of the candidates were discussed in conclave. He 
suggested they would not. Nine-tenths of the members 
of the Branch were simply belonging to that Branch 
because of the JournaL. They took no interest in their 
Representatives or in anything that they did. They would 
get their ballot paper and put it in the waste-paper 
basket, and some of them had told him they had never 
even opened the envelope; but if they had to consider 
these 17 men, and on their merits make a final selection, 
he maintained that representation on the Central Council 
would be much more effective. Then with regard to 
the Branch question of Referendum, it had been 
suggested that the men going on to the Central 
Council would never take a Referendum because 
they were the nominees of the Representative Meet- 
ing. With that he absolutely disagreed. It did not 
follow that because they had, say, in the metropolitan area, 
four men, that they would think they were not to use 
their private judgement as to what was best fur the Asso- 
ciation. They must give men some credit for being 
honest, and not being simply nominated candidates to do 
what they were told, and he would suggest that the ques- 
tion of Referendum would be adequately dealt with. 
Then, again, as to the cause of friction—they all knew 
there had been friction—he could not say much positively 
on that matter, not having been on the Central Council, 
but he understood there were questions coming up 
before the annual meeting with reference to why that 
Central Council had not carried out the wishes of the 
meeting. It seemed that members of the Representative 
Meeting made their own mandate, and declined to deal 
with the mandate given them by their constituents. Did 
not they think that a sort of state which should be put an 
end to, and that they should have on their Central Com- 
mittee representatives who would respect a mandate? If 
in their superior judgement that mandate was not satie. 


factory, they would cause a Memorandum to be sent out, 
but not reject the whole of it, as had recently 
been done by the Chairman. He did not know what 
happened at other Branches, but in his own Braneh 
they had sent five men on to the Central Council. He 
had never heard anything fromthem. Papers went round. 
They got elected in some form or another. They went on 
to the Central Council, and they were never heard of until 
the necessity for a re-election. They made no report and 
were answerable to nobody. Such an arrangement as that 
was absolute chaos. Under the proposed scheme every 
Division would have the power of nominating its own 
group of candidates to represent that group. Take 
Treland, which seemed to cause trouble. Each district of 
Treland would select four men, and from the whole 
number would be selected the four men who it was 
thought would represent Ireland best, and they would be 
sent to the Council. 


Mr. Housman (Stockport) said that, in common with . 


other Representatives, he had come there with definite 
instructions as to how his vote was to go. His Division 
had considered these various points; and though many of 
the speeches that were being made might elucidate many 
points that had been in dispute, he thought there was a 
great deal of that discussion that was being thrown away, 
as it would not affect the voting eventually, and he 
thought a great deal of it might be dispensed with. 

On a motion for adjournment the question was put, and 
the adjournment was carried by 48 to 34. 

The CHAIRMAN appealed to members not to go away, as 
they had only a bare quorum. 

Dr. Jounson SmxtH (Bournemouth) said that he was 
instructed by his constituency to oppose as far as he 
could anything in the way of revolution in regard to the 
reconstruction of the Council. He thought that if they 
went as far as Mr. Ballance’s proposal would have them 
go, they would really strike at the very roots of the con- 
fidence which was at present reposed in the Council. His 
Division did not mind a slight reform, such a reform as 
was indicated in Clause 36. He hoped that nothing 
would be done in a hurry. . 

Dr. F. J. H. Courts (Blackpool and Isle of Man) said 
that there had been a good deal of confusion in the minds 
of many of the Divisions by whom the matter had been 
discussed. In his Division they felt very strongly that in 
every way the system of election should ke democratic, 
but they thought that the democratic method of voting 
could be carried out very well indeed by the scheme 
proposed by the Norwich Division. 

Mr. WeEstsy (Liverpool. Southern) said that his Division 
was of opinion that the election of the Council should be 
entirely in the hands of the Representative Body. 

It was proposed, seconded, and agreed that the question 
be now put. 

Mr. Percy Rosz (Stratford) asked that there might be 
a card vote, and the requisite twenty members rose in 
their places to support the proposal. 

A card vote was accordingly taken. 

The following gentlemen were appointed scrutineers: 
Mr. Straton, Dr. Wolstenholme, Dr. Fothergill, and Mr 
Muir. 

(At a later stage of the meeting it was announced that 
the numbers were as follows: For Mr. Ballance’s proposal, 
3,683, representing 35 constituencies; against 5,707, repre- 
senting 52 constituencies.) 

The CHArrManN stated that the first By-law which they 
could deal with during the counting was By-law 49. 

This By-law was agreed to. It was as follows: 


JOURNAL. 

The JouRNAL shall be conducted by @ paid Editor, who shail 
be responsible for all that appears therein except such 
matters as sre inserted therein in accordance with the 
Ordinances or By-laws, or by the direction of the Council. 
The Editor shall be appointed by and shall be subject to 
the control of the Council. 


The CHAIRMAN then moved By-law 50: 


OFFICERS, 

The President of the Association shall be elected annually at 
the Annual Representative Mecting and shall enter upon 
the duties of his office at the next Annual Representative 
Meeting, and until then shall bear the title of President- 
Elect. At the expiration of his year of office as President 
he shall be designated Past- President, and shall hold office 
as such for one year. 
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Dr. Mitter withdrew the amendment of his Division 
to this By-law. 
By-law 50 was then carried. 
The’ CuatrMan then moved By-law 51: 


The Chairman of Representative Meetings shall be elected 


€titfually at the’ Annual Representative Meeting. He shall: 


énter upon the duties of his office at the close of the 
Meeting. 

This was agreed to. ‘ 

By-law 52 was then proposéd by the CHAirMaN: 

The Treasurer shall be elected at an Annual Representative 
Meeting and‘shall‘ hold office for three years. He shall 
receive all moneys payable ;to the Association, and dis- 
charge all accounts which have been ordered by the 
Council to be paid. 

Agreed to. 

The CHarrMAN stated that the Organization Committee 

proposed the following new By-law, to be inserted between 
draft By-laws 52 and 53: 


“In the event of the death during his term of office, or the 


resignation-of the President, the President-Elect, the 


Chairman of Representative Meetings, or the Treasurer, 
(te _ the, vacancy thus created shall be filled, until the next 
annual Representative Meeting, in the manner following, 
namely: 
* In the’case of the President, the Past President shall 
discharge the duties of the office. 
In the case of the President-Elect, the Council shall 
Sppoint.a President-Hlect in his stead. 
In the case of the ‘Chairman of Representative eating?, 
— Deputy Chairman shall discharge the duties of the 


office. 
In the case of the Treasurer, the Council shall appoint a 
Treasurer in his stead. ' 
In the event of a vacancy occurring in any of the executive 
offices. above mentioned through circumstances not 
rovided for in this By-law. it shall rest with the 
Jouncil to make such appointment or other provision 
as it may deem expedient for the discharge of 
the duties of the said office until the next Annual 
Representative Meeting. ; 


This was agreed to. 


‘By-law 53 was then moved by the CuairMAN. It was as 
follows: 


The Council shall have power to nominate for election at the 
Annual Representative Meeting those members who by 
their services to the Association are in the opinion of the 
Council worthy of election as Vice-residents. Such 
election shall be for life unless any appointment shall be 
subsequently cancelled by a vote of the Association in 
Representative Meeting assembled on a motion brought 
forward by the Council. No special privilege shall 
attach to the office of Vice-President. | int 

This was agreed to. 

The CuarrRMAN then moved By-law 54: 

54. All salaried officers shall be appointed and may be 
dismissed by the Council and shall hold office for such 
period and perform such duties and receive such 
remuneration as the Council may from time to time 
determine. 

Agreed to. 

By-law 55 was then moved by the CHAIRMAN: 


Committees. 

55. Tbe Representative Body and the Council shall re- 
spectively have power to appoint Committees, with 
such powers as may to them seem necessary or con- 
venient, and to fix the quorum thereof, and lay down 
Rules for regulating the proceedings of such Committees. 

Agreed to. 

The CHArRMAN then moved By-law 56: 

56. The President of the Association, the Chairman of 
Representative Meetings, the Chairman of Council, 
and the Treasurer shall be ex-officio Members of all 
Committees. 

Dr. J. Minter (Exeter and Barnstaple) moved that the 

President-elect should be an ex-officio member. 

Mr, Armit (Hampstead)-hoped that the meeting would 
not pass the proposal. The expenses of the Committees 
must be taken into consideration. There would be five 
members apart from those members specially chosen for 
the work of the Committees. The only reason the Exeter 
Division could possibly have had for introducing the pro- 
posal was because of the educative principle; but surely 
the President-elect would be chosen President-elect 
because he had knowledge, and therefore he would not 
need any special education on Committees. 

The motion was put to the meeting and lost. 


By-law. 56 was then agreed to. . 
_ The CHareman then pointed out that By-law 57 was 
probably more important than had been noticed, and he 
‘did not want it passed without their appreciating what it 
meant. 
A REPRESENTATIVE suggested that they surely had 
power to alter the scheme. 

‘The CuarrMaN replied in the negative. If they passed 
the By-law as it stood, they could not discuss the Schedule 
afterwards. He would leave the matter until the meeting 
had settled the question of the Central Council, The vote 
on Mr. Ballance’s resolution had disposed of the idea that 
the Council was to be elected by theRepresentative Meeting, 
and he (the Chairman) asked Mr. Armit to move the 
amendment of the Hampstead Division to By-law 36. 

Mr. Armit (Hampstead) moved: ; 

That the present method of election to the Council be 

retained, 
and said the Hampstead Division, in considering the best 
method of election of the Council, came to the conclusion 
that all the proposals as included in the appendices 
attached to the Charter, and any other modifications 
which might be thought out, were not so good as the 
present method of election by the Branches. The reason 
for that was, in the first place, that an application by the 
Representative Body was the same thing as an election by 
an electoral college—a method which had been long known, 
and wherever practised, deplored. He instanced the case 
of the Landtag in Germany, where the election took place 
by an electoral college, and the members of which, 
even when returned, recognized the method as one 
working very unsatisfactorily indeed. In the next place, 
- the Council elected by the Branches as at present was 
‘able to perform not only administrative duties but check- 
ing duties. If the election were to take place even partly 
from the Representative Meeting there would be very 
little control. It would be a matter of Committee work, 
and not a matter of the Second Chamber. His Division 
further objected to the principles that the Representatives 
returned from Divisions should have the power of nominat- 
ing or electing members for the Central Council. While 
they did not wish to suggest that the judgement of the indi- 
vidual Representatives would be found wanting, they consi- 
dered every individual of the Association should have a 
voice in the returning of a member for the Central 
Council. He therefore urged the meeting to accept his 
amendment. 

Mr. C. R. Straton (Salisbury) said the Division he repre- 
sented had an exactly similar motion which had been 
deferred from p. 6 of the agenda to the present time, in 
order that it might follow Mr. Armit’s amendment. It 
was that the present system of representing Branches 
on the Council be retained, and that the Charter embody 
the present Association as it stands, making it a chartered 
body instead of a joint-stock company. 

Dr. F. W. Barizy (Liverpool, Central) said his Division 
had considered the questions on p. 4 of the SUPPLEMENT 
for April 6th. The second question asked was: Whether 
the Council should remain elected by members grouped 
in Branches as at present? They had come to the con- 
clusion that that would be the best form of electing the 
Council. By electing the Council by voting papers every 
member of the Association had an individual interest, and 
he thought that a strong point in favour of retaining the 
present system. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead) was in favour of leaving the present 
system alone until they were prepared to adept a really 
logical method, which they were evidently not prepared 
to do at the present time, and, instead of raising friction 
by reducing the Coun¢@il, to leave things as they were. 

Mr. H. A. BALLANCE (Norwich and West Norfolk) said 
the expressions of opinion of the previous speakers were 
reactionary in the sense that they went back on the steps 
taken at the last Representative Meeting, where it was 
decided that the Council should be elected in the propor- 
tion of two-thirds by the Branches and one-third by the 
Representative Meeting. As his proposal had been 
rejected, he thought, on the principle of half a loaf being 
better than no bread, it would be better to stick to the 
scheme: passed at the meeting at Caxton Hall and be able 
to elect ten Representatives on the Council, if they were 
not allowed to elect the whole Council. 

Lieutenant-Colonel D. Curms was sent by his Division to 


oppose any change in the mode of election, as they felt: 
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that the mode of election by Branches gave each indi- 
vidual member an interest in the Association. Also, 
they considered the present number of the Council to be 
not excessive. 

Dr. E. J. Maciean (Cardiff) was instructed to insist upon 
a diminution in the size of the Council, and to say that 
the method of election set forth in the By-law should be 
adhered to. 

Dr. J. Brown said he was instructed by his Division 
to vote in favour of the reduction of members of the 
Council. Heagreed with Mr. Ballance that if they could 
not have the whole loaf, they had better take a seventh 
part, and have 10 out of 70. They were told that at 
present their resolutions were ignored by the Central 
body. Now they would have ten men they could talk to 
at this meeting, and who would be responsible to them. 

Dr. FotHERGILL wished to know if these ten men would 
be elected from topographical areas. 

The CHAIRMAN said they must ignore the questions of 
numbers altogether. 

Dr. Nasu thought they had the pick of the men there who 
had been topographically elected, and it was for this Repre- 
sentative Meeting to pick the brains of those men and 
send them on to the Council irrespective of district. 

On a motion that the question be now put, 

The CHAIRMAN put the amendment proposed by Mr. 
Armit and seconded by Mr. Straton, that the present 
method of election be retained; in other words, that the 
members of the Council be elected entirely by the 
Branches of the Association. , 

The amendment was lost, 31 voting for and 57 against. 

Mr. BatLance then moved, and it was carried nem. con., 
that the mode of election of the Council be as proposed in 
the report of the Committee, namely, partly by the 
Branches and partly by the Representative Body. 

The CHAIRMAN said the next question was as to the 
ratio between the proportion elected by the Branches and 
the proportion elected by the Representative Body. 

Mr. BALLANCE proposed, on behalf of the Organization 
Committee, that the ratio be 2 elected by the Branches 
os ag United Kingdom to 1 elected by the Representative 

Dr. T. Larran (Carlow, Kilkenny and Waterford) 
proposed a ratio of 1 in 4. 

Dr. Lanapon- Down pointed out that if they proposed to 
reduce the number of the Council they would find their 
hands were considerably hampered unless the local Repre- 
sentatives were brought out in comparison with those 
elected by the Representative Body. If they were only a 
small number it would be difficult to distribute them over 
the whole country. From that point'of view it was de- 
sirable to keep the Representatives of the Branches fairly 
numerous in proportion to the total number. 

Dr. J. J. Macan (Croydon) remembered that this matter 
was fully discussed last year, and thought they ought to 
adhere to the resolution come to at the last Representative 
Meeting that the proportion should be two elected by the 
Branches to one elected by the Council. 

The CHAIRMAN reminded the meeting that the proposal 
was only for members in the United Kingdom. 

Dr. Laffan’s amendment was lost, 25 voting for and 
60 against. 

Dr. E. D. Kirsy (Birmingham, Central) proposed 
Scheme 3 as an alternative. which provided for 22 elected 
vy the Branches in the United Kingdom and 9 by the 
Representative Body. 

Dr. J. J. Macan (Croydon) thought it desirable that 
they should have a multiple of 3 to provide for retirement 
by rotation. 

Dr. MacuEan (Cardiff) said they could hardly settle the 
proportions until they could settle the size of the Council. 

The CHAIRMAN said it would no doubt be a difficult 
thing to work out. 

Dr. J. H. Farpon (Birkenhead) seconded the amend- 
ment, which was rejected—14 voting for and 59 against. 

It was subsequently agreed to adopt Mr. Ballance’s ratio 
of 2 to 1. 

Mr. Kinsty asked whether this limited the number to 
29 or more. 

The CHartrMAN replied that it did not limit it at all. 

Dr. W. Horrocks (Bradford) inquired if the 2 to 1 ratio 
included the Colonial Representatives. 

The CuarrMan replied that it did not touch the Colonial 
members at all. 


Dr. WALTER SmitTH asked for the numbers in favour of 
the ratio of 2 to 1. 

The CHAIRMAN replied that there,was only one vote 
against the ratio. : 

Mr. BALANCE said they had now got to the time when 
they could deal with the question of the numbers of the 
Council. The question arose what to do about the Colonial 
members. The Home members were to the Colonial 
members in the proportion of 3 to 1, and he would propose 


to leave the numbers 30—20 elected by the Branches | 


and 10 by the Representative Meeting—to apply to the 
United Kingdom alone, and in addition to have 10 members 
from the Colonial Branches—that, with the ez-oficio and 
Service members, would bring the total membership of the 
Council up to 49. 

Dr. JoHNson SmytH (Bournemouth) seconded the 
proposal. 

Dr. Wo.LstENHOLME (Salford) said that some of the 
Colonial Branches were practically autonomous. Did 
he understand that they would be able to- vote on all 
questions that came before the Council ? 

Dr. FotHERGILL (Wandsworth) did not think so many 
Colonial Representatives as 10 were necessary. One of the 
Colonial Representatives, speaking to him, had said dis- 
tinctly that they did not want 10, but they did want 
federation of the Colonies with their own local Councils 
to do their own work; and he said also that one gentleman 
from Africa was ample to represent the Imperial interests 
of the Colonies. He proposed to reduce the number 
to 7. 

Dr. D. G. THomson (Mid-Norfolk) seconded the 
amendment. 

Dr. STAWELL, as the Representative of the Victorian 
Branch of the Association, agreed with the remarks of 
Dr. Fothergill. He did not quite know why the number 
of 7 was chosen. He would like himself, being also a 
South African Representative, to reduce it to a workable 
minimum, and he would suggest that if possible the num- 
ber might not be definitely settled now, and that some 
provision should be made that, if desirable, the number 
should be altered. He would not say 4, but he would 
say that 5 would be fully sufficient. 

Mr. Armit (Hampstead) suggested that in all proba- 
bility what was running in Dr. Fothergill’s mind in 
proposing the figure 7 was that amongst the various 
Colonial districts an allotment might be made as 
follows : 

Australia. 

New Zealand. 

Canada, 

West Indies. 

India and the Far East. 

South Africa. 

Mediterranean and Continental. 

It was very difficult indeed to divide up the Colonies 
topographically. It was impossible to put the Far East 
and India in with Canada or with New Zealand, and in the 
game way it would be quite impossible to put Gibraltar 
with Australia. He thought the topographical division of 
the Colonies in the appendix to the Norwich scheme 
a good one. 

Dr. W. Goss (Isle of Thanet, Canterbury and Favers- 
ham) thought the Mediterranean and Continental section, 
which included Gibraltar and Malta, seemed to have 
rather a large repreeentation on the Council. 

Dr. Bruce Gorr (Lanarkshire) had been directed 
by his Division to state that they were of opinion 
that the number of the Council should not be less 
than 50, and also that there should be proportionate 
representation of Scotland. It must be borne in mind 
that some of the Divisions or Branches were situated 
600 miles from London, others 500 miles, and his own 
was over 400 miles, and representatives would have a 
good deal of difficulty in coming to the various meetings. 
[Hear, hear.] It had been said that 22 members of the 
Council should be elected by the Branches, 16 by the 
Representative Meeting, and 8 by the Colonial Branches, 
and that there should be 3 Service members; that 
brought the number up to 49, or rather under what he had 
been instructed to hold out for, but he was quite willing 
to forego the one member. 

Mr. BALLANcE thought they must be guided by their 
Colonial Representatives; and if their Colonial Repre- 
sentatives thought a number not exceeding 7 would be suffi- 
cient for their needs, he would certainly in his resolution 
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accept that number instead of 10. But he thought it 
should be recorded that that was done on the advice of 
Colonial Representatives, because if they gave them only 
7 they would be a little under-represented, numerically 
considered. 

Dr. J. 8. Darittna was instructed to oppose the reduc- 
tion of the number of. members elected by the Branches 
to so low a number as 20, because it was not possible 
with such a number that adequate representation to 
Ireland could be given. 

The CuarkMan said Dr. Darling must confine himself to 
the Colonial question. 

Mr. D. F. Topp (Sunderland) pointed out that with 
regard to the Mediterranean and Continental Branch, 
most of those members were Service members, and they 
would be represented on the Council by the gentlemen 
selected by the Representative Meeting. 

The meeting then adopted Dr. Fothergill’s amendment 
that the Colonial members should be a number not 
exceading 7. 

Dr. R. H. Wotstennotme (Manchester) proposed 
that the number should be 5, thinking that Mr. 
Ballance had overestimated the Colonial members in 
proportion to the Home members. He did not think 
there were as many as 5,000 Colonial members; he 
believed it was less than 4,000; but if it was found in 
subsequent years that the number of Colonial Repre- 
sentatives was not ample, the by-law could be altered. 

Mr. W. G. Bootu (Manchester Central) supported the 
amendment on the ground that the members of the 
Council had to meet every month; and could they expect 
seven members representing the Colonies to meet every 
month in London? Where could they get representatives 
that could be staying here all the year round? A Repre- 
sentative of the Colonies had expressed the opinion that 
five members was ample, 

The amendment was lost. 

The CuatrmMan said he had another amendment by 
Dr. Fothergill : 

That the Members of the Central Council representative of 
the Colonies should be directly or indirectly elected by 
federations of Colonial Branches, 

but he was afraid that he must ask Dr. Fothergill not 
to move it. There was no federation at present existing 
of the Colonial Branches. 

Dr. J. S.. Dartine (Portadown and West Down) 
proposed that the numbers suggested by Dr. Bruce Goff 
should be adopted; he thought it would be impossible 
with smaller numbers to get adequate representation of 
the distant parts of the Empire. 

Dr. T. wLarFan (Carlow, Kilkenny, ani Waterford) 
seconded the proposal. 

Dr. K. A. GRossMANN (Liverpool, West) asked whether 
the numbers were absolute numbers or only proportional. 

The CHarrMAN stated that they were absolute numbers. 

Dr. GrossMANN said in that case he would support the 
proporal. The Committees would have to be stocked, and 
the same members would have to serve on many Com- 
mittees, and their expenses would be exactly the same. 
The only trouble would be that individual members would 
be so hard-worked that difficulty would arise with regard 
to their attending the Committees. 

Mr. Armit (Hampstead) said the Committees were 
stocked partly from the Representative Meeting, partly 
from the Council, and partly from the co-opted members. 
Furthermore, the fact that the Council was a large body 
certainly must necessitate increased expenditure, because 
it had to meet at least four times a year. _ 

Mr. Batiance (Norwich and West Norfolk) said that 
under the scheme, as he understood it, there were thirty- 
two members proposed from the Home Branches and six- 
teen from the Representative Meeting. The Colonial, the 
Service, and the ex-officio members brought the total up to 
sixty-four; and the reduction from seventy-three to sixty- 
four was not. very much worth having. 

Dr. ALFRED Cox (Gateshead and Consett) thought that 
for once Ireland really had a grievance. He believed that 
under the scheme Ireland would get only one Representa- 
tive. Did the meeting thoroughly realize that Ireland 
was getting only one? This thing must not be rushed. 
Some arrangement: ought to be come to to satisfy all 
reasonable aspirations, and he did not.think that it’ was 
—" to expect Ireland to be satiefied with only one 
member. 


Dr. W. OpeEtt (Torquay) said that he did not believe in 
their coming to a meeting in May of this year and un- 
doing what they had done at Caxton Hall only last year. 

Mr. A. FULLERTON (Belfast) said the proposal would dis- 
franchise Ireland to a Jarge extent. If they in Ireland 
got representation acccording to their members they 
would have two Representatives instead of having five as 
they had at present. It would be impossible under those 
conditions that the Irish Branches of the British Medical 
Association should take any interest in the affairs of the 
Association. Also it would be quite impossible that. two 
members for the whole of Ireland would be able to spend 
their time coming to and fro to attend enough meetings of 
the Council to have avy adequate idea of what was being 
carried on. lf the meeting reduced the number of Repre- 
sentives for Ireland it would practically cut the Irish 
members adrift from the Association. 

Mr. WoLsTENHOLME said that the best way in which 
reductions could be made was in reducing the numbers of 
the Council. Some meetings cost £20 and some £30 and 
he believed even £40. As to the remarks with reference 
to the representation of Ireland, unless he was very much 
mistaken Ireland had a very large Committee of its own 
and Scotland had a Scottish Committee, and he thcught 
that those countries were fairly-well represented. 

‘The CuarrMAN gaid that it was not intended that the 
proportion given to Ireland should be exactly in proporticn 
to the numbers of its members. That question would be 
in the hands of the Council to some extent to decide. 

Dr, WILL1AM Ewart (Westminster) said that the question 
was one with regard to which those who had not had 
experience of the working of the thing had a difficulty in 
forming any valuable opinion, and he personally felt that 
he should like to be guided to a certain extent by those 
who had the handling of those questions. His Division 
considered that the reduction ought not to bring the 
numbers below 59. The figures which bis Division 
suggested were 30, 15, and 14, 

The amendment that the Council should consist of 
64 members was then put to the meeting and lost, there 
being 37 for it and 52 against. 

Dr. Macan (Croydon) proposed that the constitution of 
the Council should be 24 members from the Home 
Branches, 12 members from the Representative Meeting, 
not more than 7 Colonial members, 6 e2-officio members, 
and 3 Service members. 

Mr. BALLANcE accepted this proposal, and it was put to 
the meeting as a substantive motion and carried. 

Mr. Battance said that under the scheme which had 
just been accepted it was very easy to suggest the 
grouping of members. On page 37 of the report members 
would see Scheme EK, and a long list of Home Branches. 
In the last column of that scheme the number of 
Councillors to be elected totalled up to 24. That was 
the same as the number which had just been agreed to. 
There were six groups of 4 there. The meeting had 
agreed io have 12 members from the Representative 
Meeting, and if they took 2 Representatives from the 
Representative Meeting from each district of those six, 
they would get the 12 Representatives from the Repre- 
sentative Meeting to the Council. He thought that had 
planned out very well. 

The CHArRMAN said that of course they had to add two 
to each of the groups for those elected by the Repre- 
sentative Meeting. 

In answer to a question by Mr. Topp (Sunderland), Mr. 
Ba.Lance s2id that he proposed that there should be 
certain topographical representation in the members 
elected by the Representative Meeting to the Council. 
He could not see any objection to that. There were 
12 to be elected and there were six districts in the 
column, and he thought that it would be best to put 
2 to each district. Therefore, with those elected by the 
Branches forming those districts, there would be 6 to 
each district. Ireland would have 6 members. ~ 

Dr. W. GossE (Canterbury) said there were about 1,800 
members in Scotland, and they got four members; there 
were over 3,000 members in the Midlands and over 3,000 
in the metropolis, and they each got four members ; but in 
Ireland there were only 908 members in all, and yet they 
got as many members of Council as Scotland. 

Mr. C. R. Straton (Salisbury) said that the grouping 
seemed to him to be so extremely unfair that he thought 


it was a matter that ought to go before the Divisions. 
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Dr. E. O. Prick said that they had a saying in this 
country ‘“ Every man has his finger on his sore point.” 
Their sore point in Wales was that they were being rather 
overlooked. in this matter of the grouping. He thought, 
seeing that Ireland got four Representatives for 908 mem- 
bers that they in Wales might have two Representatives 
for 706 members. He asked that of the meeting as a boon. 
He knew that it was rather stretching a point. He pro- 
tested against the idea that distance from the centre was 
‘the only consideration which ought to weigh with the 
meeting in arranging the groups topographically. He 
. thought that consideration must be given to the fact that 
the meeting was dealing with a distinct entity, separate in 
the sense that the conditions of practice were different. 
They in Wales knew that they were asking for more than 
they were entitled to, having regard to their numbers, but 
they were not asking for any more than was already being 
given to Ireland; and what was being given to Ireland was 
given not merely because Ireland was on the other side of 
St. George’s Channel, but because there were certain diffi- 
culties in the arrangement of the representation of Ireland 
which were being taken into consideration. He thought 
they might easily make similar difficulties in Wales if 
they chose. 

A REPRESENTATIVE asked, as a point of order, whether 
the present discussion would not come more properly 
under By-law 37? 

The CHarrMAN said that the speaker was quite correct 
in raising the point of order. The method of grouping 
was a matter which did come under By-law 37. 

Colonel JousERT DE LA FeERté£ proposed, as an amend- 
ment, to insert the word “five” instead of the word 
“three ” in the last line of By-law 36. He said it would 
be within the recollection of those present that some 
months ago the Naval and Military Committee brought to 
the notice of the Council the fact that there was a difficulty 
in making the eelection of officers to be elected to the 
Council if the limit of three years was retained. He 
believed the Council considered the matter, and he under- 
stood that the Council accepted the suggestion at the last 
meeting and changed the period from three years to five 
years. If three years was fixed certain difficulties would 
arise owing to the fact that after retirement very often a 
year or two elapsed before officers settled down anywhere. 

The motion was seconded by Fleet Surgeon E. BipEn, 
and carried. 

Dr. Wi1LL1AM Ewart (Westminster)-proposed: 

That, in the opinion of the Westminster Division, the prin- 
ciple of co-opting members for the Central Council, and 
the present number of such co-opted members, should be 
retained. 

He said that his Division considered that the Council 
might desire to add to its numbers men who knew what 
the wants of the Council were. 

Mr. C. R. Straton (Salisbury) said that it would be an 
extremely valuable thing for the Council to be able to 
co-opt. For example, a man’s term of office in his own 
Branch might expire and the Council might be in the 
middle of something which perhaps he had been the 
leading man in; perhaps he had been Chairman of the 
Committee or something of the kind and had the whole 
subject at his fingers’ ends, and it was extremely desirable 
that the Council should have an opportunity of co-opting 
such men as he within a reasonable number. Five, he 
should think, would be quite reasonable. 

Dr. FotHERGILL (Wandsworth) suggested that the meet- 
ing should not approve of the idea. The Committees 
could co-opt, and if there were any gentlemen who were 
specially serviceable they could come on the special Com- 
mittees and give them the benefit of their experience in 
that way. 

The amendment was put to the meeting and lost. 

Dr. ArtHUR Drury (Halifax and Huddersfield) moved 
that after the word “ Council” the words “from lists of 
nominations made by Branch Councils, Divisions, or by 
at least ten members of the district” be inserted. That 
would give, he suggested, to all members of the Associa- 
tion the idea that they were within the franchise, and 
he thought it an acceptable means of getting a per- 
fectly satisfactory election. 

After a short discussion it was agreed that the amend- 
ment should be “that each Branch Council, or ten mem- 
bers of the district, should have power to nominate,” and 
this amendment was duly carried. 


Dr. Cox (Gateshead and Consett) desired to give power 
of nomination to the Irish and Scottish Committees. 
Those Committees knew the best men in their district, 
and they might have the power to nominate. — 

The CHAIRMAN, in answer to an inquiry, said the elec- 
tion must be from the list of nominations. The amend- 
ment was to add to the list of bodies allowed to nominate 
“Trish Committee and Scottish Committee.” 

The amendment was agreed to by the meeting. 

By-law 36, as amended, was then carried nem. con. 

By-law 37 was then put to the meeting, as follows: 


Grouping of Branches. 
37. The Branches shall be grouped for the purpose of the 
election of 20 Members of the Council in such manner 
as the Council may from time to time direct, but so that 
each group shall elect not less that-one such Member 


nor more than four such Members. 

Mr. BALLANCE moved as an amendment: 

That the grouping of home Branches for election of the 
Council be generally as shown in Appendix E. That 
each such'group elect four members of Council, and that 
the members elected by the Representatives he topo- 
graphically distributed among the same districts and in 
the same proportion. 

That was to say, each of the districts would elect four 
members through the Branches and two members through 
the Representative Meeting. Under the scheme, of course 
Ireland and Scotland were over-represented; but it was 
absolutely necessary to do what he suggested, and he 
appealed to the meeting to let that over-representation 
stand. As regards Wales, Wales as an entity was not 
‘mentioned in the scheme; but if it were possible to over- 
represent Wales or give it a separate representation in 
the same way, he was sure it would meet with the 
approval of the meeting and of the Organization Com- 
mittee. He was not quite sure how it was to be done as 
regards Wales, but as regards Scotland and Ireland he 
hoped they would let the over-representation stand, 

Dr. Herpert (Bromsgrove, Dudley, West 
Bromwich) seconded. 

Dr. J. Brown (Rochdale and Bury) inquired how the 
present representatives from the Branches in Sco‘land 
and Ireland and extreme parts of England attended 
Council meetings. He had been looking up the list of 
attendances, and he noticed one of the Central Council 
had not attended all last year—probably on account of the 
distance. He inquired whether those members of Council 
living in Scotland and Ireland attended the monthly 
Council meetings. Jf not, they would have to alter the 
qualifications for a representative, and not bind him to 
be a resident in the Branch, otherwise they would not 
have sufficient members coming from Ireland and 
Scotland. 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that there was no such thing 
as a monthly Council meeting ; it was a quarterly meeting, 
although there was power to hold more. 

Dr. Mactean (Cardiff) gladly supported the proposal 
of Mr. Ballance, particularly as assurance had been given 
that regard would be had to the separate representation 
of Wales if it could be carried through. : 

Mr. C. R. StRaTON (Salisbury) desired itto bean instruction 
to the Organization Committee that the proportion should 
be as near as possible one representative for 628 mem- 
bers. That was the proportion that existed if they divided 
the 24 members of the Council among the total number of 
members in the United Kingdom. It did not work out 
quite fairly in practice, because it gave one representative 
to 227 members in Ireland, and only one to 800 in the 
North of England. Therefore he thought there must be 
something wrong with the scheme, and that it would be 
better to have a general instruction to make the proportion 
as near as possible the figure which he suggested. 

The CHAIRMAN was unable to accept Mr. Straton’s 
proposition as an amendment. 

Dr. E. O. Price (North Carnarvon and Anglesey) 
inquired whether in the distribution of the 12 mem- 
bers elected by the Representative Meeting it was intended 
to allocate 2 for each group. 

The CHAIRMAN replied in the affirmative. 

Dr. Price further inquired whether it would not 
be possible under those circumstances, seeing that 
England was under-represented, for Wales and Scotland 
and Ireland to be left out of the addition to the repre- 
sentation, so that the 12 additional Representatives 
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would te distributed through Northern England, the 
Metropolitan and Southern and South-West groups. In 
that case each group would have 3 additional mem- 
bers, and he did not think other parts of the kingdom 
could complain if that were done. 

Mr. BaLuance declined to accept such a modification 
of the scheme, because the distant parts of the kingdom 
required a good deal of over-representation in order to 
cope with the difliculties of attendance on the part of the 
Irish and Scotch members. 

Mr. ANDREW FULLERTON (Belfast) eaid that the Council 
meetings pressed very heavily on Councillors coming 
from Ireland, and if they did not get the representation 
it would increase the difficulty. He instanced the case of 
one of their Ulster Councillors being eleven or twelve 
times in London in the course of the year at Council 
meetings and Subcommittee meetings. If they reduced 
the numbers it would mean practically living in London 
all the time, which was impossible. 

Dr. FotHERGILt (Wandsworth) suggested that Bromley, 
Norwood, and Croydon should be dropped into the next 
grouy. London groaned because they had only five, and 
under what was proposed they would only be getting four. 
They were giving a lot to Ireland, Scotland, and Wales 
which ought to be given to London. 

Dr. A. P. Low (Dundee) did not think the meeting the 
proper place for a thorough discussion of the scheme. He 
thought the By-law as it stood was sufficient for them 
to-day. He would suggest substituting 24 for 20 in the 
proposed By-law.. 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that they would have to 
make it 31, there being 24 members elected by the Home 
Branches and 7 by the Colonial Branches. They would 
have to make it for the purpose of electing 31 members. 

Dr. Low said he would accept that. 

Dr. Stawett (Victorian) did not think the question of 
election by Colonial Branches could apply to By-law 37. 
because By-law 39,..Subsection (2), made a special 
provision. 

Dr. Lancpon-Down (Richmond) inquired whether it 
would not be possible to leave the actual figure out 
altogether and simply say that the Branches should be 
grouped for the purposes of election of those members of 
the Council who were elected by the Branches. 

The CHAtrmMAN pointed out that Mr. Ballance’s 
amendment was before the meeting. 

Dr. F. J. Battpon (Southport) suggested that if the 
meeting agreed and adopted Mr. Ballance’s resolution it 
would become a substantive motion, and they could deal 
with it by other amendments if necessary. 

Mr. BaLLANceE said that they had discovered that his 
proposed amendment rather conflicted with By-law 37. 
‘fherefore it was proposed that the amendment should go 


to the Organization Committee, with instructions to’ 


redraft By-law 37 in accordance with it. 

_ Mr. Gro. Brown (Devonport) inquired whether it was 
in order to send an instruction to the Organization 
Committee to group Wales in a separate group, and to 
give it two or three members, 

_ The Caarrman replied that that was not in order, and 
inquired whether the meeting was willing to pass the 
following : 


That it be an instruction to the Organization Committee to 


redraft By-law 37 so as to meet th i 


To this the meeting agreed. 
Dr. (Wandsworth) moved: ' 


That the three South- Nastern Divisions be taken out of the 
Metropolitan area and put into the one above. 


Dr. WALTER Situ (St. Pancras and Islington) seconded 
the amendment. 

Mr. P. Ross (Stratford) thought it was a purely domestic 
affair which ought to be left to the South-Eastern Branch 
Section, They did not want Representatives from Wales 
or from Ireland to deal with matters from Bromley and 
Croydon. 

Dr. H. E. Dixey (Worcester) observed that it certainly 
seemed absurd, if they were to have any idea of topo- 
graphical divisions, to put three London Divisions with 
West Somersetshire, Bath and Bristol. Moreover, it 
would bring up the number for those Divisions to 3.347. 

Mr. BaLtance explained that those three Divisions were 


put into the Metropolitan Counties Group in order that 
the numbers should as far as possible be equalized, and 
also for the reason that the three Divisions in question 
were really metropolitan and not in connexion with the 
Southern and South-Western Group. But if the meeting 
wished it, the matter could be referred to the Organization 
Committee to see what they could do. 

Dr. ForHerGitt intimated that he would accept that 
proposal. 

Dr. C. J. ReNsuAw (Altrincham) called attention to the 
Laneashire and Cheshire Branch, which was grouped in 
the Northern Division. That Branch numbered 1,600 
members, and the other Branch had about an equal 
number. Would it not be better that Lancashire and 
Cheshire should be notified how many votes it had? 

Mr. BaALLANcE: The suggestion was that all the groups 
should vote as groups, and that the Branches should be 
collected together for the purpose of group voting. .Then 
each group would have a certain number of Councillors 
on the Central Council, and that it was found easier to do 
than to split them up into small sections. 

The CHAIRMAN observed that the matter was a very 
difficult one. 

Mr. BALLANCE gaid that if the meeting desired to remit 
the whole matter to the Organization Committee with 
authority to consider the grouping as proposed in the United 
Kingdom that would not be objected to; and then the 
Organization Committee would consider any objections 
sent in by any of the Branches in England or Wales. | 

Dr. C. J.. RensHaw (Altrincham) having suggested that 
it should be remitted, 

Dr. J. S. Darina (Portadown and West Down) said 
there was nothing to prevent Ireland selecting its four 
representatives as it chose. He would prefer Mr. Ballance’s 
proposal that the whole matter be referred to the Organiza- 
tion Committee. 

Mr. Ballance’s amendment, being now the substantive 
motion, namely : 

That By-law 37 be redrafted to provide that the grouping 
of the Home Branches for the election of the Council be 
generally as shown in Appendix E to the Committee’s 
report; that each such group elect four members of 
Council, that the members elected by the Representa- 
tives be topographically distributed omene: the same 
districts and in the same proportion ; and that for this 
purpose By-law 37 be referred back to the Organization 
Committee with the instruction that they reconsider also 
the details of the grouping, and circulate the redrafted 
By-law to the Divisions, 


was adopted. 

Dr. E. D. Kirpy (Birmingham Central) understood that 
after the Organization Committee had dealt with it the 
whole question would come before the Divisions. 

The CHAIRMAN said it would have to come before the 
Divisions again; it. was impossible to get it into any 
definite shape at present. 

Mr. BALLANCE, on behalf of the Organization Committee, 
moved By-law 38 as follows : 


38. The election of Members of Council by the groups of 
Branches shall be by means of voting papers sent by post 
to each member of every Branch comprised in the group. 
The said voting papers shall contain the names of those 
candidates who have been nominated, either (a) by a 
Division, or (b) in writing, signed by not less tban three 
Members of any such Branch, and sent to such Officer as 
the Council may appoint for the purpose on or before an 
appointed day of which not less than fourteen dys’ 
notice has been given in the JouRNAL. The said voting 
papers shall contain such other particulars (if any) and 
shall be sent to the said officer within such time as the 
Council may from time to time prescribe by notice given 
as aforesaid. 


Dr. FotHERGILL (Wandsworth) moved the following 
amendment: 


That the election in the United Kingdom be conducted by 
the head office and out of central funds, and the By-law be 
amended accordingly. 


He observed that an election was an expensive matter 
and he did not think it was a thing which should be done 
out of the Divisional funds. For many reasons, it was 
desirable that this work should be done by the head office: 
first of all, there had to be a notice put into the JouRNAL 
giving due notice of nominees; that notice was in some 
cases incorrect, and it totally ignored the fact that 
Divisions could make a nomination. If the notice was 
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put in as one applying to [the whole Association it would 


be properly drawn up, and nominations would be sent.to 


the head office. The head office would put them in the 
various groups, send out the voting papers, bear the whole 
of the expense, and report in the JouRNAL the result of 
the election. That seemed to him to be a business-like 
way of dealing with the matter, and‘he hoped the meeting 
would approve of that principle. 

Dr. R. H. Woxstennotme (Salford) asked if the 
columns of the JouRNAL were to be used by the 
various candidates for the purpose of heckling one 
another. In the Lancashire and Cheshire Branch there 
had been a little excitement with regard to an election to 
the Council, and one of the candidates did not get his 
letter in the Journat, whilst others did. If the whole of 
the elections were to be conducted from the head office he 
thought it would cause some trouble. . 

Dr. E. J. Maciean (Cardiff) observed that they knew 
from experience that funds were apt to accumulate in the 
Branches, and he thought on that ground the elections 
should be run as before by the Branches. ; 

Dr. J..S. Dartine (Portadown and West Down) thought 
the elections would be very much better conducted by the 
Branches than they would be by the head office. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead and Consett) pointed out that a 
difficulty would arise where there were several Branches 
concerned in allocating the expenditure. 

Mr. Bauuance did not think they could compare the 
present methods of election by the Branches with the 
method of election proposed in this scheme, by reason of 
the matter which had just been mentioned. The elections 
were conducted by single Branches in almost every case 
now, but in future there would be elections by groups of 
Branches ; and for that purpose he thought Dr. Fother- 
gill’s suggestion a good one—namely, that the elections 
should be conducted in future from the central office. 


Mr. W. G. BootH (Manchester Central) supported the | 


Wandsworth amendment. 

The amendment was carried. 

Mr. H. W. Armit (Hampstead) moved the following 
amendment: 


That in the election of the Central Council the principle 
of proportional representation should be adopted. 


He did not know that it was necessary for him to go intoa 
description of the single transferable vote, as it was a very 
intricate subject, and it might not be fully appreciated by 
some Representatives. He then called attention to an 
error in the printing of “ proportional representation ” in 
small letters instead of capitals. The method of the single 
transferable vote had been such an eminently successful one 
that it must appeal to any member who knew anything at 
all about it. 

The motion was withdrawn, and By-law 38, subject to 
amendment as directed, was approved. 

Mr, BALLANCE moved By-law 39, as follows: 


Term of Office of Members of Council elected by Branches. 
atlas Each Member of Council elected by a group of 
ranches in the United Kingdom shall hold office 
for one year, and at the endof that time shall be 
eligible for - re-election, unless he have served as 
the Representative on the Council of one and the 
same Branch or group for six years successively, in 
which ca3e he shall for one year be incapable of being 
elected as such Representative. 

(2) Each Member of Council elected by a Branch or onen 
not in the United Kingdom, or elected by the Counci 
to represent the Royal Naval Medical Service, the Army 
Medical Service, or the Indian Medical Service, shall 
hold office for such period, not exceeding three years, 
as the electing body may determine, and at the expira- 
tion of such period shall be eligible for re-election, 
provided that no such Member shall be re-elected so 
as to make his period of continuous service as the 
Representative on the Council of one and the same 
group exceed six years. 


Dr. Witt1aM Ewart (Westminster) moved the following 
amendment : 


That By-law 39 read as follows: 

Each Member of Council elected by a group of Branches 
in the United Kingdom shall hold office for three years, 
and at the end of that time shall be eligible for re- 
election, and one-third of the members so elected shall 
retire annually. 


Mr. W. L. Muir (Glasgow Eastern) seconded the amend- 
ment. 


‘Mr, BaLtaNnce spoké against the amendment, ‘saying 
that he did not agree with the principle of electing a 
member of thé Council for three years. At the present 
time the members of the Council were elected to serve 
for six years, when they must go off for a year; and he 
thought that a far preferable plan. Each year the work- 
ing of the Council could be considered, and if their work 
had not been satisfactory the members would not be 
elected for the succeeding year. 

The amendment was lost. ; 

Mr. Percy Ross (Stratford) asked whether the meeting 
would be willing to remove the present disqualification 
after the six years’ service? That restriction had been 
remitted in the case of the Representative Meeting, and 
he would propose that it should be remitted also in the 
case of the Councillors. 

Dr. W. Jonnson SmytH (Bournemouth) seconded. 

_ Dr. FotHErGIty said he should vote against the Strat- 
ford Division’s suggestion, as he thought the present 
method afforded a comfortable way of getting rid of a 
man ; and he hoped the meeting would stick to that. 

The amendment was lost. age 

Subclauses (1) and (2) were then agreed to; and it 
was agreed that By-law 39 should stand part of the 
Charter. 

The CHAIRMAN moved By-law 40, as follows :. 


Term of Office of tine agen by the Representative 


ody. 

40. Each Member of Council elected by the Representative 

Body shall hold office for one year, and at the end of that 

time shall be eligible for re-election, unless he have 

served as a Member of Council elected by the Represen- 

tative Body for six years successively in which case he 
shall for one year be incapable of being so elected: 


There being no amendment, the By-law was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN moved By-law 41, as follows: 


Qualification. 

41. No person shall be eligible for election as a Member of 
Council by a group of Branches in the United Kingdom 
unless at the time of his election he shall be a member 
of a Branch comprised in such group. The eligibility 
for election as a Member of Council by a group of 
Branches not in the United Kingdom, shall be such as 
may be agreed upon by the Branches forming the said 

roup, and if no such agreement shall be made, the regu- 
ations as to eligibility sball be the same as for the 
groups in the United Kingdom. 


Dr. Jonn Brown (Bury and Rochdale) said that he 
thought each Branch should have power to choose a 
member for their Branch from any part of the United 
Kingdom. He thought it should be open to every Branch 
to choose the very best man they knew, and so long as he 
was a member of the British Medical Association. He 
moved as an amendment to omit the words ‘member of 
Branch” and to substitute ‘‘member of the Associa- 


Dr. E. D. hrrpy (Birmingham, Central) called attention 
to the fact that there was another amendment to the same 
effect. 

Dr. Darwine (Portadown and West Down) said he was 
prepared to accept the one that had been proposed. 

Dr. (Exeter, Barnstaple) seconded the 
amendment. 

Mr. NasH said he hoped the meeting would have 
nothing whatever to do with the amendment, because it 
would be taking away the sense of responsibility which 
they had tried to get in all the different parts of the 
kingdom. 

Mr. Percy Rosz (Stratford) said this was going back on 
the very principle accepted a short time ago. The meet- 
ing had already accepted the principle that a Representa- 
tive need not reside in the district. Now they were 
dealing with the Council they refused to allow the same 
principle to apply, which was absolutely illogical. 

Mr. BALLANCE said he really could not see that this was 
illogical at all. The two questions were quite different. 
They allowed a Representative of a Division in a small 
constituency to possibly reside outside the Division, but 
where they had a big group composed of three or more 
Branches containing perhaps 3,000 members, surely it was 
possible to get a suitable member of the Council out of 
those 3,000 members. ! 
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Dr. Forneraitt (Wandsworth) thought the meeting 
ought to consider this. It had been constantly said that 
districts far away from London could not easily get their 
members to attend. It might occur that people from 
Ireland and Scotland might come to live in London, and 
they should not be shut out from representation. 

The amendment was lost. 

Dr. Darina said there was no object in going on with 
the amendment in his name, and it was accordingly 
withdrawn. 

It was then agreed that By-law 41 stand part of the 
Charter. 

Toe CHAIRMAN moved By-law 42, as follows: 


Election Return. 

42. The return of the election of each Member of Council 
elected by & group shall be communicated in writing to 
the Secretary of the Association by the President or 
Secretary of the Branch of which he is a Member, not 
less than twenty-eight days prior to the Annual Repre- 
sentative Meeting of the Association. 


Dr. FoTHERGILL moved as an amendment that the 
By-law be deleted. They had already passed an alteration 
— 38, providing for the election from the Central 

ce. 

The CHAIRMAN agreed that, according to the decision 
with regard to By-law 38, the By-law was not required, and 
the meeting would agree that it should be deleted. 

The By-law was accordingly deleted. 

The CHAIRMAN moved By-law 43, as follows: 


Powers of incomplete Council. 

43. In default of and until election of a Member or Members 
by any body authorised toelect, or so far as such election 
shall not be complete, all the powers conferred on the 
Council shall belong to and be exercised by the ex-officio 
Members thereof alone and such other Members (if any) 
of the Council as may have been duly elected by bodies 
authorised to elect. 


The By-law was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN moved By-law 44, as follows: 


Casual Vacancies. 

44. Any casual vacancy occurring in the Council not less than 
four months before the Annual Representative Meeting 
may be filled up by any body the representation of which 
may have so become vacant, and the election to fill such 
vacancy shall be conducted in the same manner as the 
Annual Election. Auy person so chosen shall retain his 
office so long only as the Member in whose office such 
casual vacancy shall have oczurred would have retained 
the same if such vacancy had not occurred. The pro- 
visions of this clause shall apply as well to the members 
forming the first Council of the Association in pursuance 
of Clause 11 of the Charter as to members subsequently 
taking office. 


Mr. Batiancg, on behalf of the Organization Committee, 
moved the following amendment: 


By-law 44: 
That for the words ‘‘ Any . . . Annual Election ” inclusive 
_ (first five lines), there be substituted the following : 

Any Casual Vacancy occurring in the Council not less 
than four months before the Annual Representative 
Meeting amongst the Members of Council elected 
by the Representative Meeting shall be filled 
up by the Chairman of Representative Meetings. 
Any other vacancy which may so occur shall ba filled 
- y the body which appointed the Member of Council 
whose place shall have so become vacant, and the 
election to fill such last-mentioned vacancy shall be 
= in the same manner as the annual 
election. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The CaAInMAN moved By-law 45, as follows: 


Proceedings. 

45. The Council shall meet not less than four times a year, 
and shall be presided over by the Chairman of the 
Council, or in his absence by a Chairman to be appointed 
by the Meeting from its own number. 

The By-law was agreed to. 

The CaarRMAN moved By-law 46, as follows: 

46. Meetings of the Council shall be held at such time and 


place, and upon such notice as the Council shall 
appoint. 


The By-law was agreed to. 
The Chairman moved By-law 47, as follows: 


47. No business shall be transacted at any Meeting of the 
Council until at least 15 Members be Haag . 


The By-law was agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN moved By-law 48, as follows: 


48. The Chairman of Council may, if he think fit, and shall, 

- upon receiving a requisition signed by not less than 
fifteen Members of the Council, and specifying the 
business for which a Special Meeting is required, call 
together a Special Meeting thereof. No business shall 
be transacted at a Special Meeting other than that for 
which such Meeting is called. 


The By-law was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN observed that there were one or two 
points reserved which could not be dealt with until the 
manner of the election of the Council had been decided. 
The first had reference to By-law 16. 

Mr. GrEER (Monmouthshire) proposed that after the 
word “Branch” in the third line the following words 
should be inserted, “and the members who for the time 
being represent on the Representative Body the Divisions 
composing the Branch.” 

The motion was seconded by Mr. BALLANCE. 

Dr. FotHEerRGILL (Wandsworth) said that they were 
taking four men and giving them power to elect two 
others, and each man would be representing about six or 
eight Branches extending from the East Coast to the West 
Coast, from Hastings right over to Bath. He had better 
be a member of the Council in the area in which he 
resided. He thought that the amendment ought to be 
altered in some way. 

Dr. Wo.stENHOLME (Salford) said that the Repre- 
sentative would only be a member of the Branch Council 
ex officio, and he would not be compelled to be present at 
the meetings. 

Dr. Krrsy (Birmingham Central) pointed out that the 
words “elected by the Branch,” in the third line, would 
have to be crossed out. 

By-law 16 was then agreed to as amended. 

The CaarrMaN said, with regard to By-law 29, that the 
only point was the matter of numbers. The By-Jaw as it 
stood said, “to elect ten members of the Council.” 
“Twelve” would have to be substituted for “ ten.” 

This was agreed to. 

Mr. C. R. Straton (Salisbury) asked whether they had 
the power of repealing Ordinances. The By-law said, “and 
repeal existing Ordinances.” 

The CHAIRMAN said that they had, subject to the Privy 
Council’s approval. 

Mr. Straton asked whether it was necessary to put 
those words in. 

The Soricitor said that they must take some power to 
have the machinery by which to express their wishes, and 
the Association would make a representation under the 
By-law to the Privy Council that they wished to repeal or 
alter such-and-such -an Ordinance, and get their assent 
to it. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that there was an amendment by 
the Liverpool Northern Division to substitute in the last 
line of the by-law the word “two” for the word “three.” 
The Representative of that Division was not present, and 
he would formally move the amendment in his name. 

The amendment was lost. 

By-law 29 was then agreed to. 

The CHarrRMAN said it was decided when they were 
dealing with travelling expenses in the Ordinance that a 
new By-law should be drafted to meet the difficulty. He 
had two forms before him; one was “That the first-class 
travelling expenses within the United Kingdom of Mem- 
bers of Council and Representatives of Divisions attend- 
ing any Representative Meeting shall be defrayed out of 
the general funds of the Association.” That had been 
moved by Dr. Kirby (Birmingham Central) and seconded 
by Dr. J. S. Darling (Portadown and West Down). That 
would be a new By-law. Then there was an amendment 
proposed by Dr. Howell (Cleveland) and seconded by Mr. 
Todd (Sunderland): “That it be an instruction to 
Counsel in redrafting the By-law as to travelling expenses 
to provide that the reasonable daily and travelling 
expenses within the United Kingdom of members of 
Council and Representatives of Divisions attending 
any Representative Meeting shall be defrayed out of the 
general funds of the Association.” He would put the 
amendment first. 

Dr. Lanapon-Down (Richmond) said that it would be 
a pity that any such sweeping alterations in expenditure 
as proposed should take place before the special Finance 
Committee which had been appointed by the meeting had 


I 
— 
— 
| 
{ 
} 
of 
~ . 
> 


JunE 8, 190 .] 


SPECIAL REPRESENTATIVE MEETING. 


[ TO THE 
British Mepicat 


reported. He thought that it would be a wise step to 
refer the matter to the Finance Committee. 

Dr. FoTHERGILL said that the word “reasonable” was 
very vague, 

Dr. J.S. Dartina (Portadown and West Down) said that 
the present system of giving Representatives their first- 
class travelling expenses was sufficient. They all had 
cleaner hands from being a little out of pocket than they 
would have if they came at the expense of the Association. 

Mr. Nasu (East Norfolk and North Suffolk) said that he 
noticed that on the new card there was « voucher for 
getting a return first-class ticket at a fare and a quarter. 
In the older ones there used to be no such voucher as far 
as he remembered, and the first-class return fare was paid 
in full. He took it that most of the members travelled 
third-class, and it just about came out square when lunch 
and that sort of thing was paid for en route. Now that it 
was cut down it did not cover anything of that kind at all. 
He thought that to give only first-class railway expenses was 
hardly fair to men coming long distances. In some cases 
it meant practically a logs of three days and in many cases 
it meant not only a loss of three days but it meant a loss 
of patients. He calculated that in the year in which he 
was on the Medico-Political Committee he was £42 out of 
pocket. Hedid not think it was fair to ask members to 
give up that amount or anything like it for the benefit of 
their fellow practitioners. 

Dr. Joun Brown (Bury and Rochdale) said that those 
whom he represented were in favour of reasonable 
expenses being paid. If the amendment were altered to 
“may” it would leave the matter open till the time when 
they were in a position financial’y to pay. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the amendment was simply an 
instruction to the Council to draft a by-law providing that 
the reasonable expenses might be paid. 

Dr. Cox (Consett and Gateshead) appealed to the meet- 
ing to leave the thing alone at present. 

Mr. Topp (Sunderland) said that in the absence of 
Dr. Howell he should be very pleased to withdraw the 
amendment. . 

With the permission of the meeting the amendment was 
accordingly withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN asked Dr. Kirby whether he would allow 
his proposal to be altered to make it agree with 
Ordinance 23. 

Dr. Kirsy (Birmingham) agreed tothe suggestion of the 
Chairman. 

Dr. Kirby’s proposal was then put to the meeting and 
carried. 

Dr. McKenzie JOHNSTON 
By-law 57: 


Without prejudice to the foregoing By-laws, there shall be 
Standing Committees called by the names, composed in 
the manner, and having the powers and duties set forth in 
the Schedule to these By-laws. 


moved an amendment to 


Namely: 


That By-law 57 b2 approved subject to any adjustment or 
alteration of the Schedule decided by this meeting. 


To this the meeting agreed without discussion. 
The following By-laws were also sgreed to without 
discussion : 


Chairman. 


68. Each Standing Committee shall appoint from its own 
number a Member of Council as Chairman. 


SECTION X. 
SEAL, 

59. The Council shall provide for the safe custody of the seal 
of the Association, and the seal shall not be used except 
in pursuance of a resolution of the Council and in the 
presence of at least one member of the Council and of 
the Secretary of the Association who shall sign every 
instrument to which the seal is affixed. 


SECTION NXT. 
GENERAL, 


Notices. 
60.—‘1) A notice may be served by the Association upon any 
member either personally or by sending it through the 
st, in a prepaid letter, addressed to such member at 
is last known address or by publication of such notice 


in the JoURNAL and sending a ccpy of the JourRNaL 
containing such notice to such member, prepaid and 
addressed as above mentioned. 


(2) A notice may be served on any Division or Branch, b 
serving the same as aforesaid on the Secretary of suc 
Division or Branch, and if there be none, then on any 
two members of such Division or Branch. 


(3) Any notice, if served by post, shall be deemed to have 
been served on the day following that on which the 
letter, or a copy of the JoURNAL containing the same is 
posted, and in proving such service it shall be sufficient 
to prove that the letter, or a copy of the JoURNAL cop- 
taining the notice, was properly addressed and put 
into the Post Office. - 


Validity of Proceedings. 

61. The proceedings of the Representative Body or of the 

Council or of any Branch Council or Committee or other 

Body acting under the Charter or the Ordinances or the 

By-laws shall not be invalidated by any accidental 

omission to give any notice required by the By-laws 

or by any vacancy among their members or by any 

defect in the election or qualification of any of the 
members thereof. 


SCHEDULE TO By-Laws. 


The meeting then proceeded to the discussion of the 
Schedule to the By-laws, which appeared in the SuppiE- 
MENT Of the British Mepicat Journat of April 6th, 
p. 30. 

Dr. McKenzig Jounston moved that the Journal 
Committee and Finance Commitee be merged into one 
Committee, which Dr. Bruce Gorr seconded. 

The CHAIRMAN read a statement of the Treasurer on the 
subject, as follows: 


The affairs and policy of the JOURNAL are so closely mixed 
up with those of finance that separation into two Commit- 
tees is inexpedient. The great majority of matters which 
would come before the Journal Committee would probably 
involve expenditure, and whenever tbat is the case the 
matter would be hung up until the Finance Committee 
had decided the question. Thus the same subject would 
be considered twice over, and much time and money 
would be wasted, and the delay would in some instances 
prevent the affair being taken up at all. 


Dr. McKeEnzte Jounnston, while he entirely appreciated 
the Treasurer’s statement, pressed his amendment, and 
was sure the duties could be better performed by one 
Committee and with greater economy. 

The CHAIRMAN, speaking as a Representative, said when 
the business of the Association was the JouRNAL pure and 
simple, what was proposed by the amendment miglit have 
been excellent, but since their reorganization many more 
interests had come into being, and he could not see why 
the Finance Committee should be attached to one particu- 
lar part of the Association’s work. The JourNAt could be as 
well managed by its own Committee quite apart from the 
Finance Committee, which ought to be perfectly 
independent of any particular interest in the Association. 
He appreciated the difficulty there was in getting rid of the 
idea that the JouRNAL was the “be all” and ‘“‘endall” cf 
the Association. It was nct, and it was not right that the 
finance side should be tied to one particular part of the 
Association’s work. 

Dr. F. W. Batty (Liverpool, Central) thought there 
ought to be a Finance Committee apart from everything 
else connected with the Association. 

Dr. FotHerGiILtt (Wandswortb) thought, in supporting 
the Chairman, that the Finance Committee had quite 
enough work to do in determining the way the funds of 
the Association should be spent. 

The amendment was put to the meetirg, when 5 voted 
for it and 68 against. It was therefore declared lost. 

There being no further amendment to the proposition 
that the Finance Committee should stand as in the 
Schedule, it was agreed to without discussion. 

The Organization Committee, Journal Committee, and 
Premises Committee were agreed to as stated in the 
Schedule. 

Mr. Armit (Hampstead) thought the money to be spent 
by the Science Committee should be increased, and moved 
that the number of elected members be increased from 10 
to 14. 

Dr. W. Muir (Hastings and Eas tbourae) pointed 
out that there was power to add to the members, 
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Dr. W. R. Strapp seconded. 

. Dr. WoLsTENHOLME opposed, pointing out that the total 
number was too large. . 

The amendment was put and lost. 

Dr. Cox (Gateshead) thought that, with all their good 
qualities, the Representative Meeting were not the people 
to select the members of the Science Committee. He 
moved that the whole of the Committee be selected by 
the Council, and not half by the Council and half by the 
Representative Meeting. 

Dr. Jonson (Bournemouth) seconded. 

On a show of hands, 44 voted for the amendment and 
12 against, which was declared carried. 

On the amendment being put as a substantive motion, 
it was agreed to by the meeting. 

‘Dr. Lanapon-Down (Richmond) thought the number 
for the Ethical Committee was very small, and moved 
that the total number be increased to 12. 

The amendment being seconded, it was agreed to by 
the meeting and adopted as a substantive resolution. 

It was also agreed that the Medico-Political and Public 
Health Committees be as stated in the Schedule. 

Dr. FotHercitt (Wandsworth) moved, with regard to 
the Hospitals Committee, that the number of elected 
members be 12, 6 by each body. 

The amendment being seconded, it was put and carried 
and adopted as a substantive resolution. 

It was also agreed that the Naval and Military and 
Colonial Committees be as stated in the Schedule. 

Dr. FotHerGIt, (Wandsworth) thought the word 
“ Honorary” should come before the word “Secretary” 
in the Schedule, with regard to the Scottish Committee 
and the Irish Committee. 

His amendment was adopied by the meeting. 

The power of co-option was granted to the Irish (‘om- 
mittee, 

The Scottish and Irish Committees, as recommended by 
the Schedule and amended, were adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN announced a rider to the scheme by 
Dr. Cox, seconded by Dr. Kirby, that each Standing 
Committee have power to co-opt not more than four 
members, and to form Subcommittees with power to 
co-opt. 

. Dr. Cox said he moved the amendment because power 
had already been given that four of their Committees should 
have power to co-opt, and he did not see why it should 
not be made a general thing. 

Dr. KirBy seconded without further remarks. 

Dr. WOLSTENHOLME said if they granted Committees 
and Subcommittees power to co-opt they would undo the 
whole of the work of the Finance Inquiry Committee 
which had taken place during the year, and they would 
increase the expense enormously. 

Dr. FotHerGcit. (Wandsworth) pointed out that they 
had disapproved the Council co-opting. 


The CHAIRMAN remarked that when subcommittees. 


were appointed from a Committee the Committee had 
really power to appoint whom they liked, although the 
power was not specifically given in their constitution. 

Mr. Armit (Hampstead) submitted power should only be 
given to co-opt for subcommittee purposes, 

Mr. GEO. Brown (Devonport) said if the power of co- 
option were restricted to subcommittees he would support 
it, but otherwise he should oppose. 

Mr. Nasu inquired whether it would suit the wishes of 
the meeting to limit co-opted members to two in number. 

The CHAIRMAN said he was informed by the Solicitor 
that Dr. Cox’s proposal would have to be introduced as a 
new By-law unless it was added to each of the schedules 
To put it in the By-law was the better way. 

Dr. E. O. Prick (Carnarvon) thought the meeting would 
object to the term “co-opt.” ‘“Co-option,” he said, was 
usually resorted to in order to cbtain information. He 
did not see any objection to calling in that assistance to 
help a committee, but he thought the meeting would 
object to the word “ co-option.” ; 

Dr. W. Doveras (Maidstone, Dartford, Rovhester and 
Chatham) suggested to alter the words to “with power 
to co-opt, subject to the consent of the Subcommittee.” 


The CHAIRMAN said they wished to get rid of the word 
“eo-opt.” All Standing Committees had power to form 
subcommittees with power to include members who were 
not members of the Committee. Awe 

Mr. J. J. Macan (Croydon) suggested the use. of the — 
words, “ or other members of the Association,” which Dr. 
- The CHarrMan then put the resolution as follows: 

That the Standing Committees shall have power to form Sub- 


committees from their own members or from other 
members of the Association. 


The voting was 40 for and 18 against. The resolution 
was declared carried. 
Mr. Batuance (Norwich and West Norfolk) moved : 


That the Council be authorized to provide for the formation 
of Committees representative of the Colonial Branches 
which are geographically associated. ’ 


This was agreed to without discussion. 

The CHaArRMAN said that concluded the business of the 
draft Charter, except a motion which appeared at the end 
of the agenda paper : 

That the draft Charter, Ordinances and By-laws, as drafted 
by the Organisation Committee and amended by the 
Meeting, subject to such alterations, if any, as may be 
required as the result of a Referendum, if such be taken 
by the Council, and subject to such changes, if any, as the 
Council may make, in order to meet the specisl require- 
ments of ‘the Colonial Branches, be referred to Counsel for 
final revision and placed before a Representative Meeting 
for final confirmation at the earliest possible date. 


He moved that; and the resolution was adopted without 
discussion. 
At this juncture the meeting adjourned till 6 o'clock. 


CONFIRMATION OF THE MINUTES, 


The CHAIRMAN said the only way of confirming the 
minutes was by having them read out, and for members to 
call attention to any inaccuracies. Before calling upon 
the Secretary to read the minutes, he wished to say that 
he had been asked by the Secretary of the South Wales 
Branch to express his thanks to the meeting for the 
generous response made to his request, he having obtained 
either in cash or promises £50. He wished also to impress 
upon the Representatives that it would be a great ad- 
vantage if they would make this case known to their 
constituents, and try to get this Emergency Fund 
increased. 

The Mepican proceeded to read the 
minutes. 

The (HAIRMAN, before proceeding with the minutes, 
thanked the Secretary and clerical staff for having been 
able to prepare them in so short a time. 

The meeting having signified assent, the CHAIRMAN 
proceeded to sign the minutes as correct. 

Dr. Lancpon-Down (Richmond) asked t) be allowed to 
voice what he felt sure was the feeling of all present at the 
meeting by proposing a very hearty vote of thanks to the 
Chairman for his uniformly kind, courteous, and firm con- 
duct in the chair. They knew the Chairman before they 
came to that meeting, from their experience last year, as a 
most cool-headed and most experienced chauffeur. He 
had piloted their car, which was a very complicated car, 
through a very difficult course with very great speed 
safely to the end of their journey, and they had had no 
accidents and no punctured tyres. The Chairman had 
had a very firm grip and a very firm head, and a thorough 
knowledge of the road, and he, the speaker, was sure that 
the members would feel that they owed to him their very 
heartiest thanks. {Loud applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN said that he was very much obliged to 
the meeting for the vote of thanks, but he was perfectly 
certain that no man could have conducted a meeting such 
as they had had unless he had had to deal with gentlemen 
who were perfectly amenable to discipline. 

Dr. OpEett (Torquay) proposed a very hearty vote of 
thanks to Mr. Verrall for his able work as Chairman of 
the Organization Committee. The way in which he had 
helped the meeting during the two days was most 
creditable. [Loud applause. ] 

The proceedings then terminited. 
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GENERAL COUNCIL 


MEDICAL EDUCATION AND REGISTRATION. 
SUMMER SESSION 1907. 


REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS. 
Tuesday, May 28th, 1907. 
Dr. Donatp MacA.istEr, President, in the Chair. 


PRESIDENT’S ADDRESS. 
Tue PresipENT delivered the address, published in the 
SuprLEMENt of June Ist, p. 311. 

Dr. NormAN Moore moved, Mr. Morris seconded, and 
it was agreed that the thanks of the Council be given to 
the President for his address, and that it be printed in 
the minutes. 

COMMITTEE. 

The PRESIDENT, from the chair, proposed the reappoint- 
ment of the Business Committee, consisting of Dr. Norman 
Moore (Chairman), the President, Mr. Young, and Sir 
Christopher Nixon. This was agreed to. 

Dr. Norman Moore moved, and it was agreed to, that 
the Council should adjourn at about 4 o’clock to enable 
the various Committees to meet for the completion of 
their Reports. 


RESULTS OF PROFESSIONAL EXAMINATIONS, 

The Registrar stated that the next business was to 
receive the tables relating to examinations : 

(a) For ordinary medical and surgical diplomas and degrees. 

(b) For qualifications in sanitary science. 

(c) Dental diplomas. 

(d) Preliminary subjects. 

(e) Auswers sent by the medical authorities as to the exemp- 
tions granted by them in any part of their examinations 
during the year 1906, and those relating to the competitions 
for admission to the three services of which an analysis 
appears on page 364. 

Dr. MoVait moved that these tables be received and 
entered on the minutes. This was duly seconded and 
agreed to. 

Dr. McVait moved, Mr. Youna seconded, and it was 
agreed to: 

That the thanks of the Council be conveyed to the Director- 
General of the Medical Department of the Royal Navy, the 
Director-General of the Army Medical Service, and the 
Under-Secretary of State for India, respectively, for the 
returns which they have again furnished to the Council, 
with the request that these returns may in the future 
continue to be furnished to the General Medical Council. 


APOTHECARIES’ Hatt, DuBLin. 

Sir Jonn Moors, in introducing the motion which ap- 
peared in his name, said he would have to make a state- 
ment on the subject which he did not make last November, 
and the absence of which he thought was misinterpreted 
by some members of the Council. The General Medical 
Council had been ordered by the Privy Council to keep 
the examination of the Apothecaries’ Hall going. The 
Council itself had refused to keep the Apothecaries’ Hall 
going, and had reported the Apothecaries’ Hall to the 
Privy Council as having an insufficient examination in 
medicine. 

Dr. F. G. ADYE-CURRAN rose to a point of order, but 

The PREsIDENT replied that Sir John Moore was not out 
of order; it was a question of taste, 

Sir JoHN Moore, proceeding, said that the ex- 
aminers under the Act had very important duties to 
perform. They had to report on the sufficiency of the 
examination not only in their own department, surgery, 
but also in the department of medicine and midwifery. 
He had analysed the result of the final examinations 
since July, 1901, and during the last six years 32 can- 
didates had been examined for the licence of the 
Apothecaries’ Hall, Dublin, and 7 had passed; that was 
21.9 per cent. The members of the Council could imagine 
the machinery which had had to be employed to license 
those seven men. In the documents which were before 


the Council, Table 1, page 8, a very significant fact 
appeared; the members would find that in the year 
1906 4 candidates presented themselves in Chemistry 
at the Apothecaries’ Hall, all of whom passed. The 
passes were 100 per cent. in the difficult subject 


of chemistry. In Physics there were only two can- 
didates, both of whcm passed; in Biology there were 
four candidates, three of whom passed; in Anatomy there 
were seven candidates, of whom three passed; and in 
Physiology there were three candidates, all of whom 
passed. In bringing this motion forward he had no inten- 
tion of injuring the <Apothecaries’ Hall. If it ceased 
licensing medical men to-morrow it would have a useful 
future by returning to its original position of licensing 
pharmacists and preparers of medicines. He was quite 
aware that the General Medical Council could not make 
representation to the Privy Council on the ground of the 
insufficiency of examination, but it might on the ground 
that the Hall as a body was so small in importance as not | 
—_" representation for this purpose. He therefore 

moved : 


That the Governor and Court of the Apothecaries’ Hall, 
Dublin, be requested to furnish, for the information of the 
Council, a statement showing, in reference to the !inal or 
Qualifying Examination of that body : 

1. The number of candidates who have presented them- 
selves for the said Examination in each year since the 
appointment of Assistant Examiners in Surgery by the 
Council in May, 1897. 

2. The number of candidates who have been successful 
at the said Examination in each year since 1897. 

3. The subjects in which the respective candidates pre- 
sented themselves at each Final Examination during 
the said ten years. 

4. The number of candidates rejected in each of the 
subjects of Medicine, Surgery, and Midwifery. 

5. The number of times each rejected candidate has been 
re-examined during the past ten years. 


Dr. LitTLE seconded. 

Dr. ApyE-CuRRAN confessed his surprise that this 
matter should be brought forward after having been 
rejected at the last session of the Council. 

In reply to Dr. Pye-Smitu, the CuarrMAn said it was 
only rejected on a technicality, Section 13 of the Act of 
1858 requiring that the majority must be of those present, 
and not merely those voting. 

Dr. ADYE-CURRAN (continuing) assured the Council that 
everything was being done to maintain the standard of 


| the examination of the Hall, which was now thoroughly 


up to date, although some ten years ago it was found 
deficient in one or two instances. 

Dr. McVain, as a member of the Examination Com- 
mittee, had read the reports of the assistant examiners, 
which were entirely favourable to the methods of the 
examination adopted by the Apothecaries’ Hall. The 
resolution could be justified only if there were reasonable 
grounds for thinking that the body was not doing what it 
could for examinations, but not a sing!e complaint regard- 
ing the examination had been laid before the Examina- 
tion Committee, and therefore he could not vote for the 
resolution. 

Mr. Morais endorsed the statement of Dr. MeVail, and 
he thought the motion peculiarly inappropriate and 
inopportune. 

Sir Joun Moors, in reply, said he merely moved in the 
matter because he had the honour of the profession at 
heart, and also because it was a deplorable thing for the 
community at large that there should bea body which was 
apparently not wanted, and the Council, as entrusted with 
the management of the licences, ought to consider its 
position. 

The motion was then put and declared lost. 

On the motion of Dr. Linpsay STEVEN, the names and 
numbers were taken down, when 10 voted for, 13 against, 
9 did not vote, and 2 were absent. 

Dr. ApyYE-CurRAN moved, Sir CHRISTOPHER NIXON 
seconded, and it was resolved: 

That Sir Lambert Ormsby, late President, R.C.S., Ireland, 
and Mr. F. Conway Dwyer, Fellow and Examiner in 
Surgery, R C.S., Ireland. be appointed Assistant Examiners 
in Surgery to the Apothecaries’ Hall, Dublin, the former 
for a period of two years and the latter for a period of four 
—, vice Sir Henry Howse and Mr. Alexis Thomson, 
retired. 


APOTHECARIES’ Society, LONDON, 

Sir HvucH Bresevor moved, Mr. Morris seconded, and it 

was resolved : 

That Mr. Henry Percy Dean, L.S.A., M.B., M.S.Univ. Lond., 
be appointed Assistant Examiner in Surgery 
to the Apothecaries’ Society of London for a period of four — 

_ years, vice Mr. Peyton Beale, who retires by rotation. 
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RESULTS OF EXAMINATIONS. 
The following tables represent an analysis of all 
examinations for the Services since last session—namely, 
one for the Indian Medical Service, two for the Royal 


TABLE V. 


Showing the Percentage of Candidates who Passed the Quali- 
fying Standard, including those who Gained Commissions. 


Navy, and one for the Royal Army Medical Corps: aint 
Number who | \Umberw Proportion 
TABLE I. Countries. Entered. oS to the Total. 
Showing the Extent of the Competition for each Service. 
| w | | Proportion of | English candidate 45 42 93.3 per cent 
No. of No. of 0 glish candidates... per 
Services. | Candidates to | Scottish 28 24 85. 
| Candidates. ‘Vacancies.! “vacancies. Irish 38 30 78.9 
| | Colonial 0 0 
| | | Mixed ” eee 8 6 = 
| 
Royal Navy Medical Service. 29 17 | 5 to 2.9 Total or average ... 119 102 85.7 per cent. 
Royal Army Medical Corps... | 30 | 
Indian Medical Service 30 23 5 to 3.8 ate 
Total or average ... 119 70 
Showing the Proportion of those who Failed Totally among the 
Candidates of Each Country. 
TABLE IT, of 
Showing whence the Candidates received their Qualifications. ehenat ia Proportion 
Country. Candidates. | Rejected. 
umber or roportion 0 
Licensing Body. Candidates. | Entire Number. 
English candidates... 45 3 6.6 per cent. 
Scottish 28 4 
English Colleges and Universities ... 45 37.5 per cent. Irish a aes 338 8 210 =, 
Scottish ,, 28 235 Colonial 0 0 
8 Total or average ... 119 17 14.3 per cent. 
Total or average... ... a 119 | _ 
| 
Tasie VII. 
Ur Showing Details of the Performance of each Class of 
Showing the Proportion of Commissions Gained by the ——— ) 
Candidates of each Country. 
Number of Proportion of all Qualificati 38 2933/3 | 
Country. Commissions Won. |Commissions Offered. 2 | 92 
52/80 82/2 52 
|@p 
31 44.3 per cent. 
Treland 16 22.8 ” English Conjoint Boardalone 34 | 24 8 | 2; 59 
Colonies .. .. 0 == »  andOxford degree, 1 1 — 
Mixed... 6 »  endCambridge,, 4 4 0 — 
» andLondon 0 | 0 | of — 
70 and Durham | © 0 0 — 
 andManchester,, | 1 1 0 0, — 
” an | 0 0 0 0 
English Apothecaries’ Societyalone 1 0 1 
egree ose eee eee _ 
Showing the Relative Success of the Candidates of each = 
Country in Proportion to their Respective Numbers. — 2 
Number Proportion of mane ay t Board al | 0. 
Number of 4 ; cottish Conjoint Board alone ate 1 3 €0.0 
Country. who Gained Success to . berd degr 1 \ 
Candidates. | commissions. | Candidates. | Edinburgh 4) 
Glasgow 4 3 00 
Irish Conjoint Board 2 6 7 40.7 
and Irish degree ,, 1 
England .. ... 45 31 68 9 per cent. Dublin University alone 17 | 10 6] 69 
Scotland ..  ... 28 17 607 Royal University of Iveland... .. 4 3 1} 0; — 
Total or average... 119 70 | 68.7 per cent. Total or average... 119 70 32 =| 17 | 14.3 
TaBLeE VIII. 
Percentage Comparison of the Work of certain Classes of Candidates. 
Numbe i i | | | 
Qualifications. of — | Number Percentage P ercentage Order. 
didates. | missions. fied. | | winners. | qualified. rejected. 
English Conjoint diplomaalone ... ... 34 | 
English diplomas and English degree ...__... 6 1000 { 1000 30 
English degrees alone... .. 4 1 2 3 1 25.0 75.0 25.0 5 
Srish degréesalone css 21 13 7 20 | 1 619 4.8 
Scottish degrees alone... ans 23 16 6 92 1 69.5 . 95.6 43 2 
Zrish Conjoint diploma alone 2 6 | 8 7 46.6 6 
ish Conjointdiplomaalone .. .. 
119 70 32 | 7 58.7 85.7 14.3 = 
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REGISTRATION OF FOREIGN AND CoLONIAL D1PLomas, 

The CuHatrman then brought forward the following 
report by the Executive Committee pursuant to the 
following Standing Order: 

“The Executive Committee shall be empowered to take 
the necessary steps for carrying into effect the clauses of 


the Medical Act (1886) relating to the registration of the - 


diplomas of colonial and foreign practitioners, and shall 
report to the Council from time to time their proceedings 
thereon. (1887: XXIV, 270.)” 


Report. 

The Kxecutive Committee report that Part II of the Medical 
Act (1886) having been extended by an Order in Council to 
Nova Scotia (see Minutes, vol. xliii, pp. 195-196), they have 
considered the conditions under which medical qualifications 
granted in the Province of Nova Scotia shall be recognized for 
registration in the Colonial List of the Medical Register of 
the United Kingdom, and on February 27th, 1907, adopted the 
following resolution : 

‘‘That any person who holds— 

“*(1) Lhe Diploma or Licence in Medicine, Surgery, and 
Midwifery granted after examination by the Provincial 
Medical Board of Nova Scotia, together with the Licence 
to practise in that Province ; or 

‘*(2) The Degrees of Doctor of Medicine and Master of 
Surgery of the Dalhousie University, together with the 
aforesaid Licence to practise ; or 

‘*(3) The Degrees of Doctor of Medicine and Master of 
Surgery of the Halifax Medical College, together with the 
aforesaid Licence to practise, 

shall be entitled to be registered in the Colonial List of the 
Medical Register, provided he satisfies the Registrar of the 
General Medical Council regarding tbe other particulars set 
forth in Part II. of the Medical Act, 1886.” 

He formally moved from the Chair, and it was resolved: 

That the Report of the Executive Committee on the recogni- 

tion of Nova Scotian degrees and diplomas be received and 
entered in the minutes; that the Registrar be directed to 
give effect to the resolutions therein contained; and that 
the Council record its satisfaction at the establishment of 
reciprocal relations with the Province of Nova Scotia. 


DENTAL BUSINESS. 
On the motion from the Chair, the following report by 
the Executive Committee was received and entered on the 
minutes: 


Report. 

On February 25th, 1907, sia Maeenibes Committee resolved 
to report to the Council that, in carrying out the provisions of 
this Standing Order, namely—‘'The Kxecutive Committee 
shall be empowered to receive and consider all applications 
and communications relating to dental business (other than 
matters pertaining to the Dental Committee), and to report 
thereupon to the Council (1898: XX XV, 118)”—they propose 
in future to report to the Council from time to time only such 
matters of dental business as may seem of sufficient 
importance. 

RESTORATION OF NAME TO “ REGISTER.” 

The Council then proceeded to consider im camera a 
report by the Executive Committee on the restoration of 
a name removed from the Vediea/ Register under Section 29 
of the Medical Act, 1858. 

Strangers were directed to withdraw; on readmission, 

The CHaAtIRMAN said: I have to announce that the 
Council has resolved to direct the Registrar to restore the 
name of Hugh Stanley Riddell (°) 


CLINICAL TEACHING IN THE UNITED KINGDOM, 

Dr. Linpsay STEVEN moved: 

That a Committee of this Council be instructed to obtain 
information as to the methods of clinical teaching in 
medicine and surgery in operation at the various teaching 
centres of the United Kingdom, with special reference to 
the numbers of students attending the individual courses, 
the relationship of the number of beds at the command of 
the teacher to the number of students attending his 
course, and the probable influence of the teacher being at 
the same time the examiner upon the size of his class, and 
to report to the next session of Council. 

He said there were two statements he desired to make in 
support of the motion. First, that in his opinion clinical 
teaching, both in medicine and surgery, in order to be 
efficient in the matter of instruction afforded, should bear 
a different relationship, as regards numbers of students 
attending the course, to the amount of material attainable 
at the hospital beds which were at the disposal of the 
clinical teacher; and, secondly, on general principle, it 
was desirable that a clinical class should be relatively a 
small class, and, in order to have that individual inspec- 


tion which it should be the aim of a clinical teacher to 
impart, the size of the class should not be too great. He 
thought within the last few years there had been placed 
upon the minutes of the Council opinions which quite 
justified the raising of this question now ; and he referred 
particularly to the report of the visitors and inspectors 
with regard to the Scottish University, 1904, whose 
opinions had tacitly been approved of by the Council. It 
was so important a matter that he felt it to be his duty to 
bring the matter forward. 

Dr. Mackay thought Dr. Lindsay Steven had rendered 
valuable service to the Council in bringing forward the 
subject of clinical teaching, but thought it premature. He 
formally seconded the motion, in order that the matter 
might, by leave of the Council, be withdrawn and the’ 
discussion postponed to a future date. 

Dr. Linpsay STEVEN said his chief aim was to air the 
subject, and if it was the feeling of the Council that the 
motion was premature he asked leave to withdraw, which 
was given. 

The Council then adjourned. 

Wednesday, May 29th, 1907. 
Dr. DonaLtp MacA.tstEr, President, in the Chair. 

The minutes of the previous day’s proceedings were 
read and confirmed. 


PENAL CASES. 

During the hearing of these cases, Mr. Lushington (as 
Legal Assessor) and Mr. Winterbotham (as Solicitor to 
the Council) were present. 

The first case was that of George Covey, registered as of 
1, Heatheote Street, Mecklenburgh Square, London, W.C., 
Mem. R. Coll. Surg. Eng. 1864, Lic. Soc. Apoth. Lond. 1865, 
who had been summoned to appear before the Council on 
the following charge: 

That you were on the 23rd day of April, 1907, convicted of 
the following misdemeanours at the North London Sessions, 
namely, of obtaining money by false pretences and of obtain- 
ing money by fraud while being an undischarged bankrupt. 

Mr. George Covey did not appear. 

The Soricrtor read the notice which had been served 
upon Mr. Covey, and he also put in the certificate of 
conviction. He also read a letter from Mr. Covey in 
which he expressed his régret, and hoped that the Council 
would deal with his case as leniently as possible. He 
(Mr. Covey) added that he had been over forty years in the 
profession, and no professional complaint had been 
previously brought against him. 

Strangers were directed to withdraw; upon their 
readmission, 

The PresipEnt said: I have to announce the decision of 
the Council as follows: 

That George Covey having been proved to have been con- 
victed of divers misdemeanours, the Registrar has been 
directed to erase his name from the Medical Register. 

The case of Andrew I)unn Turner was next taken. He 
was registered as of 71, Marina, St. Leonards-on-Sea, M.B., 
Mast. Surg., 1882, Univ.Glasg., and had been summoned to 
appear before the Council on the following charge : 

That you were on the 21st day of November, 1906, convicted 
of the following misdemeanour at Lewes Assizes: namely, 
of unlawfully, maliciously, and scandalously writing and 
publishing an obscene letter at Hastings on 25th June, 1906. 


Mr. Turner appeared in person. 

The Soxicrror read the notice which had been served 
on Mr. Turner. He put in the certificate of conviction. 
He next read a report of the trial from a certain paper, 
and asked Mr. Turner if the report were fairly accurate. 

Mr. Turner replied that it was. 

The Soricitror read a letter from Mr. Turner, in which 
he expressed the hope that the Council would deal 
leniently with him and not remove his name. Nothing 
had been brought against him for twenty-five years. 

In reply to the PresipENt, Mr. TURNER said he did not 
wish to address the Council. : ; 

Strangers were direc:ed to withdraw; on their readmis- 
sion, 

The PRESIDENT said : 

Mr. Andrew Dunn Turner, I have to inform you that it 
having been proved that you have been convicted of a mis- 
demeanour tbe Council has directed the Registrar to erase 
your name from the Medical Register. 

The next case was that of Edward John Havens, 
registered as of East Donyland, Uolchester, M.R.U.S.Eng., 
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1879, L.S.A.Lond., 1879, who had been summoned to appear 
before the Council on the following charge : 

That you were on November 5th. 1906, convicted of the 
following misdemeanour at Thorpe Petty Sessions, Thorpe-le- 
Soken, /ssex: namely, of obstructing the highway; also that you 
were on December 17th, 1906, convicted at the like session of 
disorderly behaviour whilst drunk ; and also that you were on 
April 8th, 1907, convicted of the following misdemeanour at 
Mistley Petty Session, namely, of common assault. 

Mr. Havens appeared in person. 

The Soricrror read the notice which had been served 
on Mr. Havens, and also the three certificates of convic- 
tion. He also read reports from various newspapers of the 
three trials, and asked Mr. Havens if they were fairly 
accurate. Mr. Havens replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. Havens, in answer to the PresipENt, deeply 
regretted the circumstances which had caused the Council 
the trouble of considering his case. He had not prac- 
tised his profession for ten or twelve vears, as he had 
property to attend to. 

Strangers were directed to withdraw; on their re- 
admission, 

The PRESIDENT said : 

Mr. Edward John Havens, the Council have deliberated on 
the convictions which have been proved against you, but 
they have adjourned the further consideration of your case 
till the November session, when you should be present to hear 
the result of their final deliberations. 

The Council proceeded to the consideration of the report 
of the ental Committee on the charge against James 
Marston, in regard to whom the [ental Committee had 
found the following facts established by the evidence: 

(a) The said James Marston is on the Dentists’ Register as 
in practice before July 22nd, 1878, and of the address: The 
Shrubbery, East Howe, Kinson, Bournemouth. 

(b) The said James Marston was convicted of bigamy on 
January 16th, 1906, at the Dorset Assizes, and was sentenced to 
twelve months’ imprisonment with hard labour. 

Mr. Marston did not appear. 

Strangers were directed to withdraw. On their readmis- 
sion, the PRESIDENT announced the judgement of the 
Council as follows: 

That James Marston, having been proved to hare been con- 
victed of a felony, the Registrar has been directed to erase his 
name from the Dentists’ Register. 

The next matter considered by the Council was the 
report of the Dental Committee on the charge against 
Thomas William Frederick Stewart, in regard to whom the 
Dental Committee had found the following facts established 
by the evidence: 

That Mr. Stewart was on November 21st, 1906, convicted at 
Lewes Assizes of feloniously embezzling the several sums of 
10s. on July 15tb, £18s. on September 23rd, and £5 5s. on 
October 7th, 1906, moneys of Frederick Charles Proctor, his 
master. 

Mr. Stewart appeared in person, and addressed the 
Council in mitigation. 

Strangers were directed to withdraw; on _ their 
readmission, 

The PRESIDENT announced the decision of the (‘ouncil as 
follows: 

Thomas William Frederick Stewart, it having been proved 
that you have been convicted of a felony, the Registrar has 
been directed to erase your name from the Dentists’ Register. 

The Council then proceeded to the consideration, which 
had been adjourned from November 29th, 1906, of the 
facts proved against William Henry Moseley and James 
Parkinson, whore names appear on the Dentists’ Register 
as in practice before July 22nd, 1878, and who were con- 
nected with the Company of “Foley’s Limited.” The 
Dental (‘ommittee on May 27th, 1907, made a report, 
which was read by the Registrar. 

The Committee find that the following facts were 
established by the evidence: Both Mr. Moseley and Mr. 
Parkinson have, since the hearing of the case by the 
Council in November last, done their best to sever their 
connexion with the company, and they have both parted 
with their shares in the company, and they have 
respectively practised at Ipswich and at Uxbridge Road 
independently of the company, and there is no evidence 
that their professional conduct in the interval has been 
otherwise than satisfactory. 

Mr. James Parkinson appeared in person. 

Tle PRESIDENT stated that Mr. Moseley appeared before 
the Committee on May 27th, but was not well, and he (the 
President) then informed Mr. Moseley that if he was no 


better when his case came before the Council he might be 
excused. The President further stated tlat he was 
authorized by tle [ental (‘ommittee to say that a certifi- 
cate liad now been received, stating that Mr. Parkinson 
had entirely severed his connexion with the company by 
transferring the shares he formerly held in it. 

In answer to the PRESIDENT, Mr, PARKINSON said lie had 
nothing to say. 

Strangers were directed to withdraw; on their read- 
mission, tle PRESIDENT announced the decision of thie 
Council as follows : 


That the Council having further considered the charges 
brought (proved) against James Parkinson and William Henry 
Moseley and the reports of the Dental Committee thereon 
does not judge them guilty of infamous or disgraceful 
conduct in a professional respect. 


Mr. Parkinson: I thank you, gentlemen. I can assure 
you it shall not occur again. 

This concluded the penal cages. 

The Council then adjourned for tea, and immediately 
went in camera. 


THE COUNCIL AND THE British MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, 

On the public being readmitted, 

Dr. NorMAN Moore proposed, Sir JoHN Moore seconded, 
and it was agreed, that a report by the Executive (‘om- 
mittee on a communication received from the British 
Medical Association be received and entered on the 
minutes. 

The following is the text of the report : 


The Executive Committce reports that at its meeting on 
Monday, May 27th, 1907, it considered the following communi- 
cation from the I3ritish Medical .\ssociation : 


‘* British Medical Association, 
‘* Medical Secretary’s Ottice, 
‘* 429, Strand, London, W.C. 


Temporary .\ddress: 
‘*6, Catherine treet, 
“Strand, W.C., 
April 16th, 1907. 


“Dear Sir.—The Annual Representative Meeting, in July 
last, decided that the British Medical Association should act 
as complainant in cases which, in the judgement of the Asso- 
rece might require to be brought before the General Medical 

ouncil. 

‘“‘The Central Ethical Committee of the Associaticn is the 
body whose duty it would be, on behalf of the Association, 
to consider whetber a given case should be brought before the 
General Medical Council and prepare the case for the con- 
sideration of that Council. 

‘The attention of the Central Ethical Committee bas been 
drawn to certain decisions of the Courts, which make it clear 
that no member of the General Medical Council who has acted 
in such a pesition, for example, as member of Council of a 
Medical Defence or Protection Society, could take part in the 
hearing by the General Medical Council of a case presented 
by the Council of which he was a member. [From one at 
least of the recorded cases, it would appear doubtful whether 
a person who was merelv an ordinary member of a body, such 
as the Medical Defence Union, engaged in the presentation of 
cases on bebalf of individual medical practitioners, could sit 
asa member of the Council in bearing a case presented by 
such a body. 

‘‘The Committee finds that a large majority of members of 
the General Medical Council are members of the British 
Medical Association, and some members of the General 
Medical Council are members of the Central Council of the 
British Medical Association or of Ceutral Committees. 

‘* Having regard to these facts, but recognizing at the same 
time that the position of the British Medical Association is 
somewhat different from that of bodies whese sole object is 
the defence of their own members, it appears to the Com- 
mittee advisable tbat the attention of the General Medical 
Council should be called to the position created by the decision 
of the .\ssociation to act as complainant in cases which may 
be thought to require the consideration of the General Medical 
Council, in order that the position of the various classes of 
members of the Association, who might be concerned, may be 
considered without reference to any particular case. 

“The Committee conceives that some distinction might 
possibly be recognized at law in the position of the following 
different classes, as regards their respective degrees of responsi- 
bility for the action of the \ssociation in bringing individual 
cases before the General Medical Council : 

Members of the Central Ethical (ommittee of the 
Association, which has been entrusted with the general 
duty of bringing cases before the Gencral Medical Council, 
without waiting for a specific authority in each case ; 

‘¢(6) The Central Council, to which the Central Kthical 
Committee reports, and under whose direction it acts in 
some matters, while having a general authority in others ; 

‘‘(c) Members of Central Committees, other than the 
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Central Ethical Committee, who are not members of the 
Central Council ; 

‘‘(d) Members of the Annual Representative Mceting, a 
body annually elected, which appoints some members of 
and receives an annual report from the Committee, and 
gives general instructions to it, but would not have any 
direct responsibility for the presentation of a specific 


case ; 
‘*(e) Ordinary members of the Association, who are. not 
directly engaged in its central administration. 


“‘In considering the position of these various classes, it is 
suggested that regard may also be had to the wide range of 
objects of the Association and its large membership, extend- 
ing throughout the British Empire, which may, it is sub- 
mitted, be held to make the responsibility of an individual 
member of the Association, who is not a member of the 
Central Ethical Committee, merely nominal. At all events, 
such a member could not, it is submitted, reasonably be held 
to have prejudged a case of which he had no previous 
knowledge. 

“Tam, 
Yours faithfully, 
“ Chai f the Goniral Mthig 1 Committ 
airman of the Centra ical Committee. 

Donald MacAlister, Esq., M.D., 

‘* President of the General Medical Council, 
‘299, Oxford Street, W.” 


The foregoing letter had. by direction of the President, 
been forwarded by the Registrar to the Council’s Solicitor for 
his remarks. The following reply which has been received was 
read to the Committee: 

‘*1, New Court, 
‘*Carey Street, 
‘*Lincoln’s Inn, W.C.: 
‘* April 24, 1907. 

‘*Dear Mr. Allen,—In reply to your letter of the 23rd with 
regard to membership of the British Medical Association, I 
don’t think anyone reading Lord Justice Frv’s judgment in 
Leeson’s case, pages 53 to 58 of the Cases, could say that it is at 
all desirable that members and subscribers to the funds of the 
British Medical Association should sit in judgment on cases 
in which that body are prosecutors. Lord Justice Fry was ina 
minority, but both the other learned judges treated the matter 
as @ very serious one, while coming to the conclusion that 
there was no sufficient proof of bias to justify them in setting 
aside the judgment of the Council. Lord Justice Fry held 
that a subscriber to an association of this kind is virtually a 
prosecutor, that by subscribing to the Society he indicates his 
sympathy with the general proceedings of the body in carry- 
ing on those transactions, and that such subscribers cannot be 
said to be free from suspicion of bias or prejudice in the cases 
of prosecutions instituted by the association to which they 
subscribe. 

“‘T think Lord Justice Fry’s judgment, covers this case, the 
only difference being that ¢his Association has many objects, 
and this is a new object which they are now undertaking, but 
I really don’t think this makes any material difference. 

‘* As Lord Justice Fry savs, it is a matter of public policy 
that the proceedings of the Council shouvld not only be free 
from bias or prejudice of the judges, but that they should be 
free from the suspicion of bias or prejudice, and clearly the 
proper course is not for a member of the Council to withdraw 
from the decision of a case in which the B.M.A. are 
prosecutors, but to withdraw from membership of that body. 

Faithfully yours, 
H. WINTERBOTHAM. 

‘““H, E. Allen, Esq., Registrar, 

‘*239, Oxford Street, W.” 


Mr. Lushington, at the request of the Committee, also 
advised them in regard to the legal aspects of the question 
raised by the action of the British Medical Association. 

It was resolved : 

“That the Executive Committee, being advised that no 
member of the British Medical Association should act as a 
member of the Penal Cases (‘ommittee or take part in adiudi- 
cating as a member of the Council in cases in which the 
British Medical Association or any branch of it acts as com- 
plainants, are unanimously of opinion that it is under the 
circumstances undesirable that a member of the Council should 
during his tenure of office be a member of the british Medical 
Association or any other body which may submit complaints 
to the Council for inquiry.” 

May 27th, 1907. 

Dr. SAUNDBY moved that a copy of the report be sent to 
the General Secretary of the British Medical Association 
for the information of that body, and in order that the 
attention of the members of the Association might be 
drawn to it. The letter of the Secretary of the Fife 
Branch was written without any proper authority from 
the British Medical Association, for at the present time 
that body did not possess the power to prosecute cases 
before the General Medical Council, and it appeared also 
that the letter of the Chairman of the Ethical (Committee was 
written in anticipation of those powers which it was being 


sought by the Charter now under discussion, to claim for 
the Association, but which at present it did not possess. 
It seemed to him most desirable that the position of the 
British Medical Association towards the General Medical 
Council should be made clear, so that those who were 
members of the Association, or like himself a Vice-Presi- 
dent (and he believed there were other Vice-Presidents 
present besides himself), might have an opportunity of 
considering their position, for it was quite evident that no 
member of that Council could sit and decide upon cases 
brought before it by the British Medical Association, so 
long as he remained a member of that body. 

Sir T. McCaLt ANDERSON seconded, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Dr. SaunDBy then moved that the report be adopted by 
the Council. 

Sir Moore seconded. 

The PRESIDENT stated that the resolution in the report 
had been drawn up by Mr. Lushington, their legal 
assessor. 

Dr. Lanetey Browne strongly approved of the 
resolution. 

The PresipENT then put the motion that the report of 
the Executive Committee which was now on the minutes 
be approved by the Council asa whole. This was agreed to. 


DENTAL CASES. 

The ReaistRarR ‘stated that the next business was to 
receive in camera a communication from the Solicitor in 
regard to certain dental cases. 

The Council then deliberated in camera, and, upon the 
public being admitted, no announcement was made. 


PracticaAL MipwitgRY COMMITTEE. 

Sir JoHN Witu1ams moved that the reports by the 
Students’ Practical Midwifery Committee be received and 
entered on the minutes. 

The PRESIDENT inquired whether Sir John was prepared 
to move the adoption of the recommendations, when 

Dr. Norman Moore proposed that, as the matter was 
an important one, it should be postponed until the next day, 
and that it should come on as the first business. This was 
agreed to. 

Pusiic HEALTH COMMITTEE. 

Sir Joun Moors, in the absence of Mr. Power, proposed 
that the report of the Public Health (“ommittee be 
received, entered on the minutes, and approved. 

Dr. Linpsay STEVEN seconded, and this was agreed to. 

The Council then adjourned. 


Thursday, May 30th, 1907. 
Dr. Doxatp MAcALISsTER, President, in the (hair. 

The minutes of yesterday’s proceedings were read and 
confirmed. 

PracticAL MIDWIFERY COMMITTEE. 

Sir Jonn Wituiams, in moving the adoption of the 
Recommendations contained'in‘the report by the Students’ 
Practical Midwifery Committee on the Teaching and 
Practice of Midwifery, said it was unnecessary to say that 
the (‘committee came to the conclusions to which it did in 
May last year, because they were more or less fully stated 
in the report of that date. He moved the Recommenda- 
tions contained in the present report one by one. The 
first Recommendation made by the Committee was: 

1. That the following be substituted for the existing Recom- 
mendations of the Council in regard to instruction in 
Midwifery : 

(1) Every Student before commencing the study of 
Practical Midwifery shall be reyuired to have held the 
offices of Clinical Medical Clerk and Surgical Dresser, 
and to have attended a course of lectures on Surgery and 
Midwifery. 

Mr. Youne seconded. 

Sir JoHN Moore moved as an amendment that the 
word “medicine” should be inserted before the words 
“surgery and midwifery.” He thought the Council 
should know the reasons which had influenced the 
Committee in striking out the word “ medicine.” 

Dr. seconded. 

Mr. Hopspon supported the Recommendations. 

Professor SaunpBy thought there was not very serious 
difference between the two propositions. 

Dr. McVart said the reasons which influenced the 
members of the Committee in adopting the words they 
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did were that, although with one single exception every 
member of the Committee thought the word “ medicine” 
should be included, yet some of the replies which were 
received by the Committee were opposed to it. It was no 
use putting in restrictions which licensing bodies did not 
adopt. There was a consensus of opinion in the Com- 
mittee in favour of including surgery, and the Committee 
regarded that as absolutely essential; but, as regards 
medicine, there was so much opposition on the part of 
important bodies that the Committee thought they would 
not be justified in including that in their Recommendation. 

The PRESIDENT put the amendment that the word 
“medicine” be inserted before the words “surgery and 
midwifery,” and declared the amendment lost. 

Sir Joun Moore then moved that the word “surgery ” 
be omitted from the Recommendation, because he 
thought, strictly speaking, both the words “ medicine and 
surgery ” were unnecessary. 

Sir T. McCatnt ANDERSON seconded the amendment. 

Dr. Norman Moore supported the amendment. 

After some discussion the PrEsIpENT put the amend- 
ment that the word “surgery” be omitted, and declared 
the amendment lost. 

Dr. Mackay then moved as an amendment that the 
words “Clinical Medical Clerk” should be left out, and 
that the clause should read, “ Every student before com- 
mencing the study of practical midwifery shall be required 
to have attended a course of clinical instruction in medi- 
cine, and to have held the office of Surgical Dresser and to 
have attended a course of lectures on surgery and 
midwifery.” 

Dr. FinLay seconded. 

Dr. Norman Moore hoped the Council would not accept 
the amendment. 

Dr. Caton said the Committee had considered this ques- 
tion for two years, and he hoped the Recommendation of 
the Committee would be accepted by the Council. 

Sir WILLIAMs replied. 

The PRESIDENT then put Dr. Mackay’s amendment and 
declared the amendment lost. 

There being no other amendment, the PrestipENT then 
put the Recommendation as printed and declared it 
carried nem. con. 

Sir Joun WILtiAMs then put the second Recommenda- 
tion: 

(2) Every Student shall be required either 

(a) To have regularly attended the indoor practice of a 
Lying-in Hospital, or the lying-in wards of a General Hospital, 
for a period of three months; and after having received therein 
practical instruction in the conduct of Labour, under the per- 
sonal supervision of a Medical Officer, to have conducted 
twenty cases of Labour under official Medical supervision ; or 

) o have conducted not less than twenty cases of Labour, 
subject to the following conditions— 

That he has, during one month, given regular daily 
attendance upon the indoor practice of a Lying-in Hos- 
a? or the lying-in wards of a General Hospital ; and that 

e has therein conducted cases of Labour under the per- 
sonal supervision of a Medical Officer of the Hospital, who 
shall, when satisfied of the Student’s competence, 
authorize him to conduct outdoor cases under official 
Medical supervision. 

He thought it was not necessary to make any remark on 
that because it was a resolution that had ‘been passed by 
the Council. 

Mr. Youna seconded. 

Mr. Morris suggested that they should discuss (a) 
and (4) together as a scheme before either was put. 

Professor SaunpBy suggested that as a prefix to the 
whole Recommendation (a) and (4) they should add the 
words, ‘“ where the necessary hospital facilities exist it is 
desirable that every student shall” and so on. 

Mr. Morais seconded. 

Sir Baty suggested that in (2) (a) for “20” read 
10,” and in (2) (4) for “20” read “15.” 

Dr. LANGLEY Browne suggested that after the words in 
(6) “general hospital ” they should insert the words “or 
of a Poor-law infirmary having a resident medical officer 
recognized for the purpose by the Licensing Bodies.” 

Dr. Linpsay STEVEN seconded. 

Sir Joun Wituiams stated that he was prepared to 
accept Dr. Langley Browne’s amendment. 

Dr. Latimer said that from the point ‘of view of a 
general practitioner he believed the whole profession 
would welcome any increase of the systematic teaching of 
medicine, but it must be remembered that by the action 


of the Legislature there had been created a fresh body of 
practitioners in the United Kingdom, namely, midwives, 
and it was obvious that it was essential that their students 
should be more fully qualified to conduct cases. He 
thought a good deal of the general routine of the practice 
of midwifery which prevailed in the country would cease 
and that a good deal of fresh consultant work would 
arise. 

The PRESIDENT said there were three amendments before 
the meeting, and he thought the best way was to take the 
amendment by Dr. Saundby first. 

Dr. McVait thought it was not open to the Council to 
accept the amendment. The Council were required by 
the Act to see that there was sufficient instruction in 
medicine, surgery, and midwifery. The Act did not say 
‘where the necessary facilities exist.” 

Dr. SAuNDBy pointed out that most of the members of 
the Council approved of the Recommendations of the 
Committee if they could be carried out, but there were 
difficulties in the way of carrying them out. He did not 
think it was fair to the Council to pass this resolution if 
they knew that a good many of the teaching bodies could 
not carry out the Recommendations ; and unless they had 
some preamble of the sort that he had suggested it was, 
in his opinion, useless to accept the proposal. If the 
Council knew the Recommendations could be carried out, 
they should be put in strong language, and if there were 
conditions that made that difficult, then they should 
modify the Recommendations. But it was because he 
thought they were impracticable at present (he did not 
want to throw cold water upon them, and should like, of 
course, to see them carried out) that he did not think it 
right to accept them without some such preamble as he 
had suggested in order to show that they knew they could 
not be effective in particular parts of the country. 

Mr. Morris, in seconding the amendment, stated that 
Dr. Saundby had so fully expressed his views that he 
would not add anything. 

Dr. McVart held that it was not open to the Council to 
accept any qualification of the kind suggested by Dr. 
Saundby. There was a great scientific school of medicine at 
Cambridge and heasked how the Uouncilorthe Government 
would have regarded the University of Cambridge if they 
had said: You must not expect our men, or only a few of 
them, to know anything about clinical surgery because our 
hospital Is a very small one.” The University would have 
been told in answer to such a statement, ‘Then let your 
men go elsewhere for clinical surgery.” He pointed out 
that the Committee had sat for two years and he did not 
think any other Committee had given more particular 
attention to any matter than the Committee over which 
Sir John Williams had presided. The information they had 
was that twenty was a minimum number, and he thought a 
man should not be certified as qualified in midwifery in the 
sense in which midwifery was used, until he had attended 
20 cases. Ifany teaching body said they could not provide 
20 cases for a student it was not part of the (ceneral Medical 
Council’s work to help them in passing men into the 
medical profession who had not been sufficiently taught. 
It simply, therefore, amounted to this: if there was any 
town where students could not get the necessary 
material they must go elsewhere. He entirely objected to 
the proposal of Dr. Saundby. What the General Medical 
Council had to do was to secure the eflicient teaching of 
midwifery, and to insist on the licensing bodies and the 
schools getting it. This matter was taken up by the 
Council on the motion of Sir John Williams because cer- 
tain professors in the country had been saying that while 
the practice of midwifery in hospitals had improved, the 
general death-rate from obstetric cases all over thecountry 
was no better than it was forty years ago. It was those 
statements that caused Sir John Williams and the other 
members of the Committee to inquire into the matter, and 
the Committee held that the Councll must take such steps 
as would ensure that the progress made in midwifery as 
well as in surgery should be abreast of the strides of the 
present day. 

Dr. LirrLe supported what Dr. McVail had said. He 
thought, in this as in every other matter connected with 
medical education, the General Medical Council should only 
exact what was reasonable and what could be obtained at 
most medical schools; but they should, as far as they had the 
power, make that operative. He thought the amendment 
of Dr. Saundby would have no good effect. He should 
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support the resolution of Sir Charles Ball, that a smaller 
number than 20 should be required. 

Sir Hucu BEEvor agreed thoroughly with the Report of 
the Committee. But he felt it was not at present prac- 
ticable to carry the Recommendations out in some of the 
large hospitals; the Committee should have told them 
how it would be practicable to carry out their Recom- 
mendations, and he thought it was a pity they had not 
done so. 

Sir CHRISTOPHER NIxoNn wished to say a word or two in 
confirmation of what Dr. McVail had said with regard to 
the immense amount of time which had been given to the 
report by Sir John Williams and Mr. Young. It was to be 
borne in mind what really started the Committee. It was 
not a question of the recognition of certain bodies for 
giving instruction in certain portions of the curriculum ; 
it was a Committee appointed to meet the statements made 
to the effect that the practice of midwifery throughout the 
country had led to a considerable amount of mortality. 
That was a question which went far beyond mere educa- 
tion ; it was a question that affected the community gener- 
ally.. He thought that the Committee ought not to hesi- 
tate about making a recommendation which, although it 
might not possibly be carried out just yet, would be carried 
out in the near future. The Recommendations were 
exactly what he considered necessary to prevent a loss of 
human life ; and, although it might not be possible in the 
various towns and other places throughout the country to 
have the Recommendations carried out at once, still, if the 
Recommendations were made, and were made upon reason- 
ably good grounds, there was not the slightest doubt the 
provisions would make for the sufficiency of the teaching 
of midwifery. He earnestly asked the Council to pass the 
Recommendations. 

Dr. Kipp supported what Dr. MeVail and Sir Christopher 
Nixon had said, and he thought the number of cases 
should not be reduced. 

The PREsIDENT put Professor Saundby’s amendment, 
and declared it lost. He then put Dr. Langley Browne’s 
amendment, when 

Sir Jounx Witiiams said he was prepared to accept that 
amendment. 

The Presipent then declared the amendment carried, 
and called on Sir Charles Ball to propose his amendment. 

Sir CuaRLEs Bat. proposed that in Recommendation 
(2) (a) for 20” read 10,” and in (2) (4) for “20” read “15.” 
He said the reason why he introduced that difference was, 
that in the wards of lying in hospitals and in the wards of 
hospitals having lying-in beds, it was presumable that 
much more careful teaching would be given than was 
possible in a maternity. The proof of that was that which 
had been alluded to as one of the reasons why this inquiry 
took place, namely, that while it was shown that mortality 
was decreasing in hospitals, mortality in midwifery out- 
side was not decreasing in the same proportion. He 
thought that was the clearest indication that the teaching 
in hospitals was very superior to any teaching that could 
be had in a maternity. 

Sir T. McCann ANDERSON seconded. 

De. Norman Watkur said he was in sympathy largely 
with the proposals in so far as they laid stress on the im- 
portance of proper instruction in midwifery, and he 
thought in that matter they were going the right way. It 
was notorious that certain schools could not obtain 
twenty individual cases for each individual student; and 
he should like to say, as a teacher, that he did not believe 
it was necessary for a student to have twenty cases. Ifa 
student was resident in a maternity hospital for one 
month, which was what he understood (4) to mean, he 
wou!d know a great deal more about midwifery when he 
left at the end of the month than if he had attended 
200 cases under the other conditions. 

Dr, LittLe supported the amendment. 

Sir THomas Fraser suggested that they should take 
(a) separately from (6), and the Council agreed to this. 

The PrestpEnt then put the amendment that “10” should 
be substituted for “20” in Subsection (2) (a), and declared it 
lost. He next put the amendment tuat “15” should be 
ee for “20” in Subsection (2) (4), and declared it 

ost. 

He then inquired if there were any other amendments, 
aud, receiving no reply, put the adoption of (2) (a), which 
was carried. He then put the adoption of (2) (6), and this 
was also carried. 


Sir Jonn brought forward Recommendation 
No. (3): 

(3) No certificate that the Student has conducted the above- 
mentioned twenty cases of Labour should be accepted unless it 
is given bya member of the staff of a Lying-in Hospital or of 
the Maternity Charity of a General Hospital or of a Dispensary 
having an obstetric staff recognized for that purpose by any of 
the Licensing Bodies. 

The PRESIDENT inquired if the Council agreed to 
No. (3) being amended in the same way as No. (2) had been 
by the insertion of the words “ or of a Poor-law infirmary 
having a resident medical officer so recognized.” 

This was agreed to. 

Dr. Latimer seconded the Recommendation. 

The PrEsIDENT put the Recommendation as amended, 
and it was agreed to. 

Sir Joun WILLIAMS moved : 

That the attention of the Licensing Bodies be called to the 
necessity, in the public interest, of instituting Clinicai 
and Practical Examinations in Midwifery and Gynaecology 
in connexion with each of the Qualifying Examinations. 

After some discussion, 

The PRESIDENT put the motion to the meeting, and 
declared it carried. 

Dr. Fintay requested that the names and numbers of 
those who voted for and against the motion should be 
taken down. This was done, when it was found that 16 
voted for, 11 against; 4 did not vote, and 3 were absent. 

Sir moved, Dr, Linpsay STEVEN 
seconded, and it was agreed : 

That copies of these Resolutions and of the Reports of the 
Students’ Practical Midwifery Committee be sent to the 
Licensing Bodies and Teaching Institutions of the United 
Kingdom for their information. 


Report oF EpvucatTion COMMITTEE. 
Dr. Mackay moved, Dr. Linpsay STEVEN seconded, and 
it was agreed : 
That the interim Report of the Education Committee on 
various matters submitted to it by the General Council be 
received and entered on the minutes. 


Dr. Mackay then moved that the Recommendation con- 
tained in the report should be adopted. The Recommen- 
dation was: 

That the President be authorized to apply to the Licensing 
Bodies for information regarding the dates at which the 
various professional examinations were entered for and 
completed in the cases of those of their Licentiates the 
statistics of whose educational career are included in the 
table upon which the foregoing Report is founded. 


There was a resolution before the Committee with regard 
to the curriculum pursued. That motion had been con- 
sidered by the Committee, and the Committee were pre- 
senting a report on the question. There were three 
motions with regard to the desirability of instituting a 
block system with the object of securing in the later 
subjects of the curriculum an adequate share of the time 
for study. The Council had not been able to bring for- 
ward any full report upon the motion yet. An interesting 
motion was brought forward by Dr. Kidd and Professor 
Saundby with regard to the ages at which students should 
be allowed to enter for study. They had brought up a 
full report on the question. Then, finally, there was the 
motion that the requirements of the Council should be 
revised, and a new edition had been prepared. In view 
of the fact of the important changes that matter had not 
been dealt with in this report, but would probably be 
brought up at the next meeting of the Council. 

Dr. Fintay then proceeded to deal with the matters in 
the report. He said the registration of a student was a 
voluntary act. The General Medical Council had no power 
to compel it and no power to impose a preliminary examina- 
tion of any kind, and in the great effort which the 
Council had made for a considerable number of years to 
improve the standard of preliminary examination it had 
been careful to carry with it at every step the goodwill 
and support of all the licensing bodies. Any sudden 
raising of the standard would defeat the object of the 
Council and would irritate the licensing bodies. The 
more active work of the Council with regard to examina- 
tions began in 1891. In the year 1900 a most important 
step was taken: A report on the whole system of educa- 
tion and preliminary examination was obtained from three 
experts specially appointed by the Council, and their 
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report was one of the most educational documents ever 
drawn up, because it went carefully into the educational 
conditions at the time. It showed the Council 
what they could with safety demand, and _ it 
also showed the Council the lines upon which it 
should proceed. The Council had had since that time 
the ideal and definite purpose that, while the examinations 
are divided, the senior examination should be made the 
sole portal of entrance to the medical profession. The 
effect of that would be seen in the statistics which ap- 
peared in the report. It ought, however, to be recognized 
that in taking this action the Council had played, with 
success, a most important part in the educational question, 
and the efforts of the Council had had a great effect in 
raising the standard of preliminary instruction. The con- 
ditions had now become so stringent that the educational 
institutions of the country had not been able to meet 
them fully. As bearing upon this subject, he would like 
to refer to the reply of the Council to a communication 
from the British Medical Association in 1902, which was 
written with the object of trying to secure that the senior 
standard of examination should at once be adopted. That 
communication said : 

The Committee believe that the end will be better attained 
by the policy of steady and gradual advance than by attempt- 
ing an abrupt — in mere examination requirements 
which is not supported by the Teaching and Examining Bodies 
of the profession, and which is unaccompanied by any genuine 
advance in secondary education itself. 


With regard to the length of the curriculum, there had 
been various proposals laid before the Council which had 
been referred to the Education Committee. One was to 
add a year to the course of study, making a sixth year. 
Another was to cut out medical science in the medical 
curriculum. Those proposals involved considerations 
which he need not dwell upon. The third suggestion was 
to institute a system of blocks. Whether any of those 
proposals should be adopted was a matter which required 
most serious and careful consideration, because whatever 
was adopted they must be sure that they were carrying 
with them the concurrence of all the licensing bodies. 
Then, dealing with the block system, the speaker said it 
would become exceedingly important to know why 
there should be such a marked difference between the 
course pursued in Scotland and the course pur- 
sued in England. They had on the Conjoint Board 
of the University of London, in full operation, 
the block system, that was to say, candidates were forced 
to give at least two years to a study of subjects belonging 
to the Final Examination. The Education Committee 
thought it would not be necessary to inquire into those 
cases where students had spent some eight years, but the 
Committee ought to be authorized to apply to the 
licensing bodies for details with regard to the course of 
study actually pursued by those who qualified under 
seven years. That was why the Committee brought 
forward the recommendation contained in their report. 

Dr. Moors, in seconding the motion, said that 
after the thorough explanatory and lucid statement which 
hai been made it was unnecessary that he should make 
any further remark, except to emphasize that this was an 
interim report, and was, in fact, the first volume contain- 
taining a collection of information which might be of the 
greatest service to the Council in regard to its regu- 
lations. 

Professor SaunpBy wished to congratulate the Com- 
mittee on the admirable report which had been presented 
by Dr. Mackay. He had hoped that they might have been 
able to find out why men who did not enter so early passed 
their examination within a more reasonable time. He had 
not had time to study the report, but it was very striking 
in the case of individuals how much better men had done 
in professional studies who entered comparatively late. 

The PRESIDENT remarked that statistics had always a 
certain fascination for him, but seldom had he seen 
statistics which promised to yield more definite results 
than those contained in this report. He hoped the Councll 
would agree with the recommendations which would 
provide the Council with knowledge instead of guess- 
work. In answer to what Professor Saundby had said he 
would like to point to page 16 of the report, which showed 
that a difference of two months at the entrance made a 
difference of eighteen months at the exit. 

Dr. Mackay pointed out that in England only 5 per cent. 


of the men entering were under 17, and he thought the 
time had come when 17 or 174 should be the age for the 
senior examination. 
The PresipENT then put the motion that the Council 
ask for the necessary statistics to complete their research. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 


FINANCE COMMITTEE. 

Dr. Pyr-SmiTH proposed : 

That the Report bythe Finance Committee on Income and 
Expenditure for the year 1906 be received, entered in the 
Minutes, and adopted. 

He stated that the sales of the Pharmacopocia were steady, 
being a little over 1,000 a year. When the issue of the 
new Pharmacopoeia appeared the funds in hand should be 
sufficient to meet the cost; and after that the (ouncil 
might expect to receive an income of about £200 a year 
from this source. It was hoped that the Irish Branch 
would be able to pay its way during the present year ; but, 
to meet emergencies, it would be well to place a sum of, 
say £100, at its disposal in case it should be required. 
He then dealt with other matters contained in the report, 
which concluded as follows : 

The Council is again to be congratulated on the expedition 
with which it carried out its business; the number of days 
occupied by the sessions was the same as in 1905, for, though 
the summer s:ssion was a day longer, a day was saved at the 
winter session. This is the only way in which any large 
economy can be effected, and the Committee desire to ask the 
Council to continue to bear in mind the great importance of 
carrying on its deliberations with business-like brevity. 

With regard to the coming year, so far as can be seen, no 
large expenditure is to be looked for, with the exception of the 
cost of the enlargement of the Council chamber referred to 
above : on the other hand. there is no greater probability of any 
increase in the receipts. Probably, therefore, the accounts will 
show a deficit, but this will be more apparent than real, be- 
cause it is represented by an improvement in the capital value 
of the Council’s property, and the Committee think they are 
justified in hoping that, for the aext few years at least, the 
balance will continue to be on the right side. 

Mr. Tomes seconded the motion. It would be seen that 
a part of the report dealt with the cost of the enlargement 
of the Council chamber. Those members who were 
curious enough to look minutely into the balance-sheet 
would see that the Council had credited themselves with 
increased assets, and it was not obvious at first sight how 
they had got those. The matter was one which it was a 
little difficult to explain, because of the Gilbertian 
arrangement which the Act of Parliament had imposed 
upon the Council with regard to its finance; but what 
had happened was that the General Medical Council drew 
upon the Branches for its expenditure, and it drew 
upon them for sums collected beforehand in their 
proportions, which were calculated on an average of five 
years. It so happened that last year the prcportions 
which the Branches had to pay, calculated in that way on 
an average of five years, was very considerably larger thin 
the actual cash payments which the (‘ouncil had to make 
out of them. (Consequently there was left in the hands of 
the General Medical Council and drawn away from the 
Branch Councils, a considerable sum of money. That 
sum of money was used to pay for the alterations in the 
building. Their auditors thought it well to postpone 
putting on the side of expenditure the cost of the building 
until all the bills had been paid, therefore members would 
not find the cost of the addition to the building on the 
— side. In the next year’s accounés they would 

nd it. 

The PRESIDENT then put the motion : 

That the Report be received and entered on the Minutes, and 

that the Recommendations contained therein be adopted. 


This was agreed to. 


DENTAL EDUCATION AND EXAMINATION COMMITTEE. 

Mr. moved: 

That the Report by the Dental Education and Examination 

Committee be received and entered on the Minutes. 

Dr. Linpsay STEVEN seconded. 

Mr. Tomes, in presenting the report, said that 
it contained one or two recommendations, and there- 
fore it was necessary to say a word or two upon 
them. The first recommendation related to the 
application of the University of Sydney for the recogni- 
tion of its degree of Bachelor of Dental Surgery. At first 
it was not quite clear what the practice was of the 
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University of Sydney; but a letter which was printed in 
the Report cleared that up completely. The other point 
was that they were in doubt whether there was reciprocity, 
and whether English registration was recognized in New 
South Wales. That also had been answered satisfactorily, 
so that the two reasons which they had for suspending 
action had both been removed. He moved: 

That the application of the University of Sydney for the 
recognition of its degree of Bachelor of Dental Surgery be 
acceded to. 

Mr. Morris seconded, and this was agreed to. 

Mr. Tomes said the next point had relation to an 
ordinance controlling the practice of dental surgery in 
Mauritius. That matter was interesting, because the 
Colonies were in complete uniformity for adopting an 
absolute prohibition of unqualified practitioners—a thing 
which they hoped for in this country, but which was, at the 
moment, in the future. In the present case Mauritius 
prohibited unqualified dental practitioners: but in their 
Ordinance they had accorded recognition to foreign 
dental diplomas which ran in their own country. The 
Dental (ommittee did not think that was quite proper, 
because some of those diplomas were of the very flimsiest 
description; and although the Ordinance had been passed 
as a thing already done, the Committee thought it would 
be as well that the attention of the Secretary of State 
should be drawn to the matter. The Committee therefore 
recommended : 

Il. That it be represented to the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies that it is desirable that recognition of foreign Dental 
Diplomas shall be granted only in the case of those countries 
which give reciprocal recognition to British Diplomas in 
Dental Surgery. 


He thought that would afford a check, because they could 
not give reciprocal recognition unless they were completely 
satistied as to the nature of the diplomas ; and that which 
applied to dental diplomas might be borne in mind with 
regard to medical diplomas. 

Mr. Morrts seconded. 

The PRESIDENT put the Recommendation, which was 
agreed to. 


EXAMINATION COMMITTEE (RETURNS). 
Dr. McVait moved, Mr. Youna seconded, and it was 
agreed : 


That the report by the Kxamination Committee on the 
Returns as to Examinations for the Services received by 
the Council on Tuesday, May 28th, 1907, be received and 
entered on the minutes. 


Dr. McVait said there was no motion consequent on the 
report. 
StupENTs’ REGISTRATION COMMITTEE, 
Sir Hucu Bsrvor moved, Mr. Moore seconded, and it 
was agreed : 


That the Report by the Students’ Registration Committee be 
received, entered on the Minutes, and approved. 


ELECTION OF COMMITTEES. 
The following (ommittees were appointed : 


EXAMINATION COMMITTEE. 
English Branch Council: Dr. Pye-Smith, Mr. Young, 
Dr. Caton. 
Scottish Branch Council: Sir Thomas Fraser, Dr. Finlay, 
Dr. MeVail. 
Trish Branch Council: Sir Thomas Myles, Dr. Little, Sir 
Charles Ball. 


EDUCATION COMMITTEE. 
English Branch Council: Dr. Norman Moore, Sir G. Philip- 
son, Sir John Williams. 
Scottish Branch Council: Dr. Mackay, Sir John Tuke, Sir 
McCall Anderson. 
oe Branch Council: Dr. Little, Sir C. Nixon, Sir John 
oore. 


Pusiic COMMITTEE, 
English Branch Councu: Dr. Cocking, Mr. Power, Dr. 
Laogley Browne. 
Scottish Branch Council: Dr. Norman Walker, Dr. Lindsay 
Steven, Dr. McVail. 
Irish Branch Council: Sir John Moore, Sir T. Myles, Dr. 
Adve-Curran. 


PHARMACOPOEIA COMMITTEE. 
English Branch Council: The President ((‘hairman), Dr. 
Norman Moore, Sir George Philipson, Dr. Caton, Dr. Barrs. 
Scottish Branch Council: Sir Thos. Fraser, Dr. McVail. 
Lrish Branch Council: Sir John Moore, Dr. Little. 


FINANCE COMMITTEE. 
Dr. Pye-Smith (Chairman), Mr. Tomes, Sir John Tuke and 
Dr. Little. 
DENTAL COMMITTEE. 
The President (Chairman), Mr. Morris, Mr. Tomes, Mr. 
Hodsdon and Sir Thos. Myles. 


DENTAL EDUCATION AND EXAMINATION COMMITTEE. 

Mr. Tomes (Chairman), Mr. Morris, Sir Thos. Myles, Dr. 
Lindsay Steven, Sir Charles Ball and Dr. Finlay. 

The Council then proceeded to ballot for the election of 
the Executive Committee, and the President nominated 
Dr. Latimer and Dr. Norman Walker as scrutineers. 

The Council subsequently proceeded to ballot for the 
Penal Cases Committee, and the President nominated Dr. 
Langley Browne and Dr. MacManus as scrutineers. 

Dr. NonMAN Moore moved, Dr. Linpsay STEVEN seconded, 
and it was agreed that the Council should meet to-morrow 
at 12 o’clock in order to finish the business. 

The PRESIDENT announced the result of elections as 
follows: 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE. 

English Branch Council: Sir Hugh Beevor, Dr. Pye-Smith, 
Mr. Young, Mr. Tomes. 

Scottish Branch Council: Sir John Batty Tuke, Dr. McVail. 

Irish Branch Council: Sir John Moore, Sir Charles Ball. 


PENAL CASES COMMITTEE. 
Dr. Saundby, Mr. Tomes, Dr. Finlay, Sir Christopher Nixon. 


The Council then adjourned. 


Friday, May 3 lst, 1907. 
Dr. Donatp MacA.istkEr, President, in the Chair. 
The minutes of yesterday’s proceedings were read and, 
as_ amended, confirmed. 


PHARMACOPOEIA COMMITTEE. 

Dr. NorMAN Moors said that the report of the Pharma- 
copoeia Committee had been circulated, reporting the 
number that had been sold, and the Committee appended 
to the report a print of the official copy supplied to them 
by the Foreign Office of the International Agreement with 
regard to the unification of the pharmacopoeial formulas 
for potent drugs. The rest of the report dealt with the 
commencement of the preparations for the new Pharma- 
copoeia, He moved: . 

That the report of the Pharmacopoeia Committee be re- 

ceived, entered in the minutes, and approved. 

Sir JoHn Moore seconded, and the motion was agrerA 

REPORT OF EXAMINATION COMMITTEE, 

The REacistRaAR stated the next business was to receive 
a report of the Education Committee. 

Dr. Mackay proposed that the report by the Education 
Committee befreceived and entered in the minutes. He 
said that the Education Committee reported that the 
changes embodied in the proposed new Ordinance of the 
University of Edinburgh were in accordance with the 
requirements of tlhe Council in regard to professional 
education. 

Dr. Norman Moore seconded, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Dr. McVair moved: 

That the Report by the Examination Committee be received 

and entered on the minutes. 

Sir Moore seconded. 

The PresipEN? wished to say a word or two before that 
course was adopted, inasmuch as the report contained a 
mistake as to the resolutions which had been arrived at 
by the Council. Towards the end of the report, at the 
end of the parallel columns, there was a statement as to 
what the Examination Committee resolved, but it only 
dealt with a portion of what had taken place. If it had 
quoted the whole it would have been apparent that it did 
not apply to the case for which it was cited. Nobody 
reading the conclusion of the report would think it 
referred to the three subjects—medicine, surgery, and 
midwifery. Ile was a member of the Council on the 
occasion on which the recommendations or resolutions 
were originally passed by the Council. He then referred 
to various passages in the minutes of the Council, and 
proceeded to say that in the report of the Examination 
Committee which was now presented, owing to the fact 
that the preamble was left out, it was made to appear that 
the (‘ouncil had definitely resolved that these propositions 
should apply to all subjects. There was nothing to 
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justify that, and he thought this report should not go on 
the minutes while a reference, which in itself was mis- 
leading, and which as a matter of fact was historically 
inaccurate, remained attaching to it. 

Dr. McVart pointed out that there was a motion before 
the Council which had been proposed and seconded. Did 
he understand that the President proposed an amendment 
from the chair ? 

The PRESIDENT replied that this was not his province. 
He had stated that he thought the record which was given 
in the report was a mistake of the actual proceedings of 
the Council, and he had called the attention of the 
Council to that. He thought that it was for the Chairman 
of the Examination Committee and the members of the 
Examination Committee to consider whether they 
would withdraw that part of the report, which he was 
bound to say was a mistake. 

Dr. McVait inquired whether he would be in order in 
moving all the report down to the part where the 
comparisons ended. 

The PRESIDENT thought that would be a useful record to 
have on the minutes. 

Dr. McVart said he would do it in that way. 

Sir JounN Moore seconded. 

The PRESIDENT believed it was for the Chairman of the 
Examination Committee to move the motion as to what 
the Examination Committee desired the Council to adopt. 

Dr. McVatt thought the proper course would be, acting 
upon the President’s ruling, that he should move that the 
Council should take into consideration the proposed changes 
of Ordinances seriatim. He thought that was the only way 
to proceed. The President had brushed aside the recom- 
mendations of the Examination Committee, which course 
practically wiped out their work, except in so far as the 
Examination Committee put the information before the 
Council. He moved that the Council proceed to consider 
the proposed new Ordinances in the form in which they 
were enumerated, comparing the new with the old. 

Dr. Norman Moore pointed out that in the Programme 
of Business the first clause of the report referred to the 
Education Committee, and he inquired whether it would 
not be proper, now that they had both reports before 
them, that the Chairman of the Education Committee 
should move the adoption of his report. That would be 
seconded, and the points which Dr. McVail had mentioned 
would be natural events. 

Dr. McValt agreed, but pointed out that the Chairman 
had ruled him out of order. 

The PreEsIpDENT said he had pointed out that there was 
a gross mistake in the report, and he thought the Council 
was convinced that he was right in that. It was for the 
Chairman of the Examination Committee to say whether, 
with that gross mistake in it, the report should go on the 
minutes. 

Professor SAuNDBy said he understood the proposition 
was to proceed with the Education Committee’s report 
and not the report of the Examination Committee, 

Dr. McVam said he would deal with the proposed 
changes seriatim. 

The PreEsIpENT pointed out that, in order to save time, 
the Council had referred this matter to two Committees, 
and those Committees had reported. He inquired whether 
the Council were to do all the work over again. He 
himself could not help protesting against it. 

Dr. Mackay said he would take the Education Com- 
mittee’s report, and he moved the adoption of that report. 
They had been told there were proposed changes in the 
Ordinances. Had it been necessary, it might have been 
his duty to detail to the members of the Council those 
changes ; but the members had them before them in print 
in the report of the Examination Committee, and there- 
fore he would not go over them again. He would like to 
call attention to a statement in the requirements of the 
General Medical Council: “ And it is 10 be understood 
that as regards the above-mentioned subjects ’"—which 
were the subjects of surgery and medicine—“ the Council 
offer no objection as to the manner in which the subjects 
should be combined or distributed for the purposes of 
teaching or examination.” All the changes in the pro- 
posed new Ordinance dealt with the group of subjects for 
examination except one, and there was nothing in any of 
the changes which contravened any requirements of the 
Council. 

Dr. Norman Moore seconded. 


The PRESIDENT inquired whether there were any further 
remarks. 

Dr. McVait did not quite understand what Dr. Mackay’s 
resolution was. 

The PresipEntT replied that the resolution was: 


That the Education Committee’s Report be’adopted. 


Dr. McV art said he had no objection to that. 

The PreEsipENT then put that resolution, and declared it 
carried. He then stated that a specific motion with 
regard to the Examination (ommittee’s Report could now 
be made; but he did not think a specific motion could 
be made that the Council should do the work of the 
Examination Committee. 

Dr. McVait said he would move a specific resolution. 
He then moved: 

That the Medical Council is of opinion that where subjects 
which are usually taken together are entered on singly, 
the pass standard shall be at least 60 per cent. 

Sir Joun Moore seconded. 

The PresipEnt stated that, in order to avoid any diffi- 
culty on the matter, he should like to point out what it 
was proposed to do. They had been asked by the Privy 
Council to state whether this Ordinance was contrary to 
their present Regulations; and they were now asked to 
pass ad hoc a resolution which was not now on their books. 
He could not help thinking that that would be a very 
dangerous course for the prestige of the Council, and it 
would be contrary to an actual existing resolution. The 
resolution with regard to their curriculum ended with the 
statement which Dr. Mackay had read, and the Council 
was now asked to rescind that. 

Dr. McVat said the Examination Committee at its 
meeting did not interpret No. 13 of the Ordinances as the 
President had done. He thought that in all probability 
the references which the President had made to the past. 
volumes showed that practically that was the intention of 
the Council at the time; but that had not been so under- 
stood by the Bodies generally. In his opinion, what had 
been proposed was going to open a wider door for the 
students; and he held that, as the Privy Council had sub- 
mitted this Ordinance for their opinion, they should make 
some representation. He thought this Ordinance was a 
most Important affair, and would at once lead to changes 
in many of the other Bodies; it certainly would lead to 
changes in all the Scottish universities; and he thought it 
would lead to changes in other Bodies. If the change was 
for the better, it was all well and good. For his part, he 
thought the change was for the worse; and he 
thought it would hinder the inspection work of 
the Council. When he acted as a Visitor, he thought 
the proper method of hastening the work was to 
take a group of men, and follow the particular courses 
through the whole of the medical examination, the whole 
of the surgical examination, and the midwifery examina- 
tion. He and his fellow Visitor did that, with the result 
that they were able, by having the same men all through, 
much more thoroughly to understand the scope and the 
standard of their examinations. If Inspectors were to go 
down now, they would never see the same men in more 
than © > or two subjects at the most. He thought it 
woula uterfere greatly with the work which Parliament 
had laid upon the Council if, when they were officially 
asked for their opinion regarding this Ordinance, they 
should adopt any resolution, or assume any attitude of the 
nature of that which had been adopted. He himself 
thought there was no objection to any educational change 
that had been made, but he thought there was the very 

atest objection to the Ordinance. He thought it was 
very bad for the student, and that it was for the Council 
to express that opinion. If a man excelled ina subject 
and could get 20 more marks he would not stand in his 
way, and they had provided for such a case, but he did not 
think the Ordinance should pass without that opinion, 
expressed in that way, being laid before the President 
of the Privy Council as being the opinion of the General 
Medical Council. 

Sir JoHn Moore suggested that it might meet the case 
if they quoted what had been done by the University of 
Edinburgh on that point, which was that the question of 
permitting candidates appearing for examination in one 
subject at a time had been discussed by the Aberdeen 
Faculty, and they stated that they had no objection, 
provided the examination was accompanied by a tighten- 
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ing of the standard. He thought that if they embodied 
that in some resolution, and sent it forward to the Privy 
Council, it would back up the obvious intention of the 
University of Edinburgh. 

Dr. Mackay thought that what Sir John Moore had said 
had brought the discussion to an end, because all the 
members were of opinion, probably, that a higher standard 
should be insisted upon, and the University of Edinburgh 
had informed them that a higher standard would be 
insisted upon. 

Sir THomas FRaseER said there was no doubt that Dr. 
MeVail was quite right in saying that this provision passed 
the Committee after fall discussion, but he thought it was 
due greatly to Dr. McVail that it was passed in the form 
it was, and he thought that if that which the President 
had explained had been present to the minds of the Com- 
mittee the recommendation might not have been passed 
in the form in which it was. The passing of this resolu- 
tion would be a very serious matter to the Edinburgh 
University. It had taken them more than five years to 
prepare this change of Ordinance. If the proposition of 
Dr. MeVail went to the Privy Council then the University 
of Edinburgh could not{make any change in the Ordinance, 
and if the Privy Council accepted the suggestion of the 
Committee the only course open to the Privy Council was 
to throw out the Ordinance. He thought that was an 
important step to ask the Council to take upon a matter 
which was in his opinion of very secondary importance. 

Dr. Pye-Smitu said that a3 a member of the Examina- 
tion (‘ommittee it was his duty to support its report. 

Dr. LirtLEe inquired what the motion exactly was that 
was before the Council. 

The PreEsIDENT read the motion. For himself, he might 
say that he had determined, and he hoped he had suc- 
ceeded in carrying out the determination, that while 
sitting in that chair he must be absolutely neutral, and 
merely guide the ('ouncil so that it might come to a deci- 
sion which was universal in its operation and not par- 
ticular. It was for that reason that he pointed out that, 
whatever they might feel with regard to what Dr. McVail 
had said as to the principles which he advocated, what the 
members were asked to do was to pass a resolution which, 
although meant to be general in form, was applicable to a 
particular case. 

Dr. McV aut said it was unfortunate that he happened to 
be on the governing body of a university which opposed 
this resolution. They opposed it on broad grounds, and 
on exactly the same grounds as he opposed it. He would 
rather have had nothing to do with the matter in the 
Council; but, being Chairman of the Examination Com- 
mittee, it fell officially to him to deal with it. Could he, 
in that position, advocate an opinion which he did not 
believe in? He did not desire in any way to reflect on 
the University of Edinburgh. That University thought 
that by splitting up the subjects into single ores they 
would obtain a higher standard. He believed that, on the 
contrary, the standard would be lowered, that the influ- 
ence on other institutions would be bad, and also that it 
would make the work of inspection on the part of the 
Council extremely difficult and far less valuable than it 
should be. It was for those reasons that he adhered to 
the resolution. 

The PresiDENT then put the resolution, and asked those 
in favour to vote, and those on the contrary. 

He then declared that the motion was lost. 

Dr. McVatt asked that the names and numbers should 
be taken. 

This was done, when it was found that 7 voted for, 
17 against, 5 did not vote, and 5 were absent. 

Mr. THomson proposed that the following resolution 
should be sent to the Privy Council : 

That the Council have considered the proposed Ordinance of 
the University of Edinburgh, and find nothing therein 
which is contrary to the Council’s resolutions on pro- 
fessional education and examination. 

Dr. Mackay seconded, and the PresipENT having put 

this to the Council, it was agreed to. 

Dr. McVair asked that the names and numbers should 
again be taken. This was done, when it was found that 
15 voted for, 3 against, 9 did not vote, and 7 were absent. 


Tar APPOINTMENT OF REGISTRAR. 
Dr. Norman Moore moved : 


That Mr. Allen be appointed Registrar of the Council till the 
end of the summer meeting, 1908. 


This was seconded by Sir Joan Tuxke and agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT congratulated Mr. Allen on his reappoint- 
ment, and desired, in public, to thank him for the help he 
had continually afforded him in the discharge of his 
duties, and also for the willingness with which he was 
ever ready to take any fresh duties which were imposed 
upon him by the Council. 


VoTE OF THANKS TO PRESIDENT. 

Dr. Norman Moore then proposed a vote of thanks to 
the President, which was seconded by Dr. LittLe. 

The PRESIDENT replied, and added that from a private 
point of view he sympathized with Dr. McVail on the 
question which had been before them that day, but from 
a public point of view he felt he could not allow that 
Council to follow his own bent or Dr. MecVail’s, when it 
was leading the Council perhaps beyond its proper 
position. 


Mectings of Branches & Dibisions. 


[The proceedings of the Divisions and Branches of the 
Association relating to Scientific and Clinical Medicine, 
when reported by the Honorary Secretaries, are published 
in the body of the JOURNAL.] 


BORDER COUNTIES BRANCH: 
NortH CUMBERLAND DiIvISION. 
A MEETING of the Division was held at the Crown and 
Mitre Hotel, Carlisle, on Friday, May 24th, at 3.30 p.m. 
The Committee met at 3.15 p.m.; Dr. Brrp was in the 
chair. 

Apologies for Absence.—Apologies for absence were 
received from Dr. Barnes, Dr. Edington, Dr. Donald, and 
Dr. Doughty. 

‘Confirmationof Minutes.—The minutes of the last meeting 
were read, approved, and signed as correct. 

Medical Inspection of School Children—The reports in 
the SupPpLEMENT to the BritisH MEpICAL JOURNAL of 
February 16th, 1907, and also the Supplementary Report 
in the SupPLEMENT to the British MEpicaL JOURNAL 
of April 13th, 1907, were then considered and discussed. 
It was resolved that on aceount of the many and various 
difficulties that beset this matter, the Division for the 
present give no definite decision. 

Other Matters Referred to Divisions —The following 
matters were then brought before the Division, but no 
action taken : The Ethical Aspects of Medical Consultation 
(SuprLEMENT to the British MEpicaL JOURNAL, February 
16th, 1907); Hospital Administration (SuprLEMENT to the 
British MEpiIcaAL JourNaL, April 13th, 1907); Annual 
Report of Council (SuprLEMENT to the British 
JOURNAL, May 4th, 1907). 

The Draft Charter.—The revision of the draft Charter 
(SuprLEMENT to the British MepiIcaL JOURNAL of April 6th, 
1907) was then discussed and approved of. 

National Deposit Friendly Society—The recommenda- 
tions of the Medico-Political Committee, referred from 
the last meeting and printed in the report of the meeting 
in the SuprLeMENT of the British MepicaL JOURNAL, 
May 11th, 1907, were approved. 

Contract Practice.—A discussion then took place on 
Contract Practice (SUPPLEMENT of the British MEpIcaL 
JouRNAL, February 23rd, 1907, and copy of rules as to 
appointments, etc., as adopted by the Bradford Division), 
and it was finally resolved: 


1. That this Division adopt rules in its various towns and 
districts in regard to Contract Practice. 

2. That a Committee be appointed to draw up and submit 
rules for Carlisle. 


Vote of Thanks to Office-bearers—As this was the last 
meeting of the North Cumberland Division, Dr. Mac- 
DONALD proposed a vote of thanks to the retiring office- 
bearers and wishing all success for the new “ English 
Division.” This was carried unanimously, and the office- 
bearers returned thanks. 

Dinner —Eight members dined together after the 
meeting. 
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GLASGOW AND WEST OF SCOTLAND BRANCH : 
LaNARKSHIRE DIVISION. 
Tue annual meeting of this Division was held on Friday, 
May 17th, in the Black Bull Hotel, Hamilton. Dr. Bruce 
Gorg, Chairman of the Division, presided. 

Confirmation of Minutes.—The minutes of last meeting, 
having been read and approved, were signed by the 
Chairman. 

Annual Report.—The SEcRETARY submitted the annual 
report for 1906, which showed the membership to be 77. 
The balance in hand at December 31st, 1906, was £4 18s. 6d., 
which had been remitted to the Branch Secretary. The 
report, on the motion of Dr. RowEgrson, seconded by Dr. 
M‘PHERSON, was unanimously adopted. 

Election of Officers.—The following were elected oflicers 
for the ensuing year: Chairman, Dr. Bruce (off, Both- 
well; Vice-Chairman, Dr. Miller, Uddingston; Represen- 
tative to Representative Meeting, Dr. Goff; Representatives 
to Branch Council, Drs. Loudon and Service ; S+cretary and 
Treasurer, Dr. Livingstone Loudon (Hamilton); Council, 
Messrs. Kirkland (Airdrie), Crawford (Hamilton), Jack 
(Motherwell), Kerr (Hartwood), and Lindsay (Lesmahagow). 

Draft Charter, Ordinances, and By-laws.—The Divi- 
sion went over the leading features in these, and 
instructed their Representative, Dr. Bruce Goff, accord- 
ingly. In instructing their Representative, the feel- 
ing {of those present was that the Charter should be 
postponed for another year, that they disapproved of pro- 
moting candidature of Parliamentary candidates, and 
looked with doubt upon ihe advisability of undertaking 
medical defence, or making provision for undertaking the 
transfer of medical practices or arrangement of partner- 
ships, etc. The Division were emphatically of opinion 
that the Council should remain as it is at present, that if 
the number is reduced it should not be below 50, and that 
Scotland should have at least six Representatives. Dr. 
Gorr said that he would keep the Division’s opinions 
in view when he attended the meeting. 

Hospital Administration.—On this subject the Division 
were of opinion that compulsory payments by patients 
were not advisable; that the system of subscribers’ 
lines should remain as it is; that inquiry should be made 
into all cases as to whether they are eligible and 
deserving, except when these requirements are already 
met by a certificate from a medical practitioner. The 
Division approved of the cottage hospital regulations 
submitted to them. 

Medical Inspection of School Children.—The Division 
do not yet feel in a position to give a definite opinion 
on this matter, the whole question being still under 
consideration. The general feeling, however, is that 
the examination should not be done by the medical 
officer of health, but by a specially-appointed official 
having jurisdiction over large areas. The Division would 
certainly approve of the work of inspection being done as 
much as possible by local inedical men ; but the Division 
felt that although many medical men would express their 
willingness to undertake the work, still something more 
was required than mere willingness, as such examinations 
would no doubt in some cases require special ability, as, 
for example, in estimating correcily errors of refraction. 


Ethical Aspects of Medical Consultation. 
The Division meanwhile do not feel in a position to 
express an opinion on this matter. 


RENFREWSHIRE DIvIsIoNn. 
THE annual meeting of the Renfrewshire Division was 
held in the Rothesay Cottage Hospital on Friday, May 
24th. 

Confirmation of Minutes.—The minutes of the last meet- 
ing were read and confirmed. 

Election of Officers—The following office-bearers were 
elected: Chairman, Dr. Marshall (Rothesay); Vice-Chairman, 
Dr. Gibb (Paisley); Representative in Representative Meeting, 
Dr. Reid (Port Glasgow): Representatives on Branch Council, 
Dr. Cook and Dr. Peoman; MHonorary Secretary and 
Treasurer, Dr. Penman; Other Memlers of the Executive 
Committee, Dr. Munro, Dr. Stewart, Dr. Stevens, and 
Dr. Parker. 

Report of Exesutive Committee.—The annual report of the 
Executive Committee was read and approved. 

Draft Charter—The revision of the draft Charter was 


considered. It was decided that the present system of 
election was desirable both in the United Kingdom and in 
the Colonies. 

Hospital Administration—Tbe Hospitals Committee’s 
report on hospital administration was discussed at some 
length. It was decided that compulsory payment by 
patients to hospitals other than cottage hospitals should 
not be continued. That production of subscribers’ letters 
should be abolished. That inquiry into a patient’s circum- 
stances should invariably take place. That it would be 
impracticable to require all outdoor patients to produce a 
medical certificate. The model principles for hospital 
management were, with one or two alterations, approved. 
The probable establishment of nursing homes in connexion 
with hospitals was the subject of conversation. It was 
decided that in the event of any such home being in- 
stituted that there should be medical representatives on 
the committee of management. 

Medical Inspection of School Children—It was decided 
that the work should be distributed among the general 
practitioners of the district acting under the Medical 
Officer of Health. The distribution of the work would 
depend on the special circumstances of each district. The 
practice of teachers sending children to hospitals is 
unknown in the Division. 

Ethical Aspects of Medical Consultation.—The report of the 
General Ethical Committee on the Ethical Aspects of 
Medical Consultation was approved. 

Notices of Motion.—Other notices of motion were left to 
the discreticn of the Representative. 

Vote of Tnaanks to Chairman. — The Chairman was 
accorded a vote of thanks. 

Visit to Hospital !ards.—The members then visited the 
wards of the hospital and were shown some interesting 
cases of tuberculous joints treated in various ways by 
Dr. Hall and Dr. Lawson. 

Tea.—The members were entertained to afternoon tea 
by the hospital staff. 


METROPOLITAN COUNTIES BRANCH: 
DIVISION. 
THE annual meeting was held, by kind permission, at the 
Head ()uarters 4th V.B. East Surrey Regiment, 27, St. John’s 
Hill, S.W., on Thursday, May 23rd. The chair was taken 
by Dr. LLEWELLYN Chairman. 

Confirmation of Minutes—The minutes of the meetings 
of April 25th and May 9th were read and approved. 

Correspondence.—Various communications the 
Medical Secretary were read acknowledging letters 
received. 

Charter.—A communication from the Organization Com- 
mittee explaining certain points that had been referred for 
information was read, and their tenor approved. 

Alteration of Division Rules.—It was duly proposed, 
seconded, and resolved : 

1. Seeing that the Annual Representatives’ Meeting is held 
in July, and a considerable number of Medico-Political 
questions are sent down ducing the previous months 
which require prompt attention, it is not desirable to 
annually change the personne! of the various Standing 
Committees before that meetirg. 

2. That the officers, as also the Exequtive and other Standing 
Committees, do come into office annually at the end of 
July, and the Rules be altered accordingly. 

3. In order to provide for continuitv, the Chairman shall, 
after his year of office, be ex officio a member of the 
Executive Committee for one year as P’ast-Chairman. 


Executive Committee, 1907-8.— The reported 
that the following was the result of the election: Chair- 
man, Gilbert Richardson, M.R.C.P.; Chairman-Elect, 
Allan J. Swallow, M.B.: Vice-Chairman, M. Mackintosh, 
M.D.; Representatives on the Branch Council, M. G. Biggs, 
M.D., Geo. Walker, M.R.C.S.; Honorary Secretary and 
Treasurer, Chas. J. Martin, M.B.; Assistant Honorary 
Secretaries, D. R. Powell Evans, M.R.C.S.. P. T. Spurgin, 
M.R.C.S., 8. Verdon Roe, M.B.: Ordinary Members of Com- 
mittee, R. C. Crosse, M.R.C.S. (Balham), W. G. Gyton, 
M.R.C.S. (Battersea), F. Stocks, M.R.C.S. (Clapham), 
J. Gay, M.R.C.S. (Putney), E. J. Pritchard, M.R.C.S. 
(Wandsworth), D. A. Belilios, M.R.C.S. (Wimbledon), H. J. 
Barron, M.D. (Tooting). It was resolved that the Execu- 
tive Committee and Standing Committees for 1907-8 come 
into office at the end of the Annual Representative Meeting 
in July next. 
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Election of Standing Commtttees.— Hospital : Chairman 
and Honorary Secretary (er officio), Drs. Biggs, Gay, 
Mackintosh, and Verdon Roe; £thical: Chairman and 
Honorary Secretary (e.” officio), Drs. Fothergill, Mackintosh, 
Ker, Dunville Roe, and G. Walker; Scientific: Chairman- 
elect and Honorary Assistant Secretary (Dr. Verdon Roe) 
(ex officio), Drs. Burrows, Lambert, and Lyster. 

Proposed Divisional Medico-Political Committee.—Dr. 
WaLkKER proposed, and it was duly seconded and 
resolved : 


That there be a Wedico-Political Committee of the Division, 


as a Standing Committec, and it do consist of the Vice- } 


Chairman and one Assistant Honorary Secretary (ex 
officio), three members elected by the Division, and two 
elected by the Executive Committee. 


The following were then elected: Dr. Mackintosh (Vice- 
Chairman), Dr. Powell Evans (Honorary Secretary) (ez 
officio), and Drs. Fothergill, Pickett Turner, and Wallace. 

Representative at Representative Meetings (1907-8 ).—L. S. 
McManus, M.D., was elected, with E. Rowland Fothergill, 
M.B., as deputy. 

Ethical Rules—The Medical Secretary attended to 
explain and give any information asked for. The Bradford 
Rules were submitted and accepted with two modifica- 
tions—Rule KE, for “shall” in sixth line read “may”; 
Rule F, subject to a clause being inserted by Central 
Ethical Committee by which a defaulting member of the 
profession could recover his status. Other rules sub- 
mitted by the Ethical Committee of the Division and 
adopted were: 


A medical practitioner called upon ir an emergency to visit 
a patient who under the ordinary circumstances would have 
been attended by another practitioner shall, when the emer- 
gency is provided for, retire in favour of the ordinary medical 
attendant, but shall be entitled to charge the patient for his 
services. 

When a medical practitioner is called to a case of obstetric 
emergency during the absence from any cause of the proper 
medical attendant, he shall cease his attendance when the 
emergency has been provided for, or on the arrival of the 
proper attendant. If in the meantime he has assisted at the 
patient’s delivery, or has been in attendance for a considerable 
time, he shall be entitled to one-half the fee. 

A medical practitioner called upon, without previous 
arrangements, to attend a patient during the sickness or 
absence from home of the regular medical adviser, shall cease 
attendance as soon as the latter is able to take charge of the 
case, but shall be entitled to charge the patient for his 
services. 

A medical practitioner who has obtained his introduction to 
a patient through a consultation should not supersede the 
attending practitioner during that illness ; and if he be asked 
to attend in any future illness should only do so after 
explanation with the medical attendant. 

When a medical practitioner is requested to attend a patient 
already under the care of another practitioner (the case not 
being one of emergency), he shall decline to do so except in 
consultation with the practitioner in attendance, or in case a 
consultation is not agreed to, until the practitioner in 
—* has been informed that his services are no longer 

esired. 


Hospital Administration—The report of the Central 
Hospitals Committee was considered, and the replies and 
recommendations were ordered to be sent up to the 
head office, 

Alterations of Articles and By-laws.——SuprLEMENTS for 
April 20th and 27th. They were considered, and amend- 
ments to be moved were ordered to be sent up to the 
head office. 

Dispensary Organization in Iondon.—The fundamental 
principles submitted by the Branch Council were con- 
sidered and the replies ordered to be sent to the Chairman 
of the Branch Medical (‘harities Committee. 

Annual Report of Central Councit.—This was considered, 
ard resolutions to be moved by the Representative were 
approved and ordered to be sent to the head office. 

Conjerence of Metropolitan Representatives—The report 
of the Representative was considered, and he was 
authorized to associate himself with the resolutions of 
the conference, with reference to the Charter. 

Central Council Election——The report of delegates was 
approved and the recommendations agreed to. 

Annual Report of the Division —This was approved. 

Vote of Thanks.—The meeting closed with a hearty vote 
of thanks to the Medical Secretary, as also to the Chairman 
and to Dr. Mackintosh (Vice-Chairman), who took the 
chair for the last part of the meeting. 


MIDLAND BRANCH: 
Boston AND SPALDING Division. 
THE fifth annual meeting of this Division was held at the 
Red Lion Hotel, Boston, at 1 p.m., on May 28th, Dr. W. H. 
SmitH in the chair. 

Apologies for Non-Attendance.—Letters of apology for 
non-attendance were read from Dr. Rosson (Alford), Dr. 
Steil (Colsterworth), and Dr. Burdwood (Bourne). 

Confirmation of Minutes.—The minutes were read and 
confirmed. 

Election of Officere.—The following were elected: Chair- 
man, Dr. W. H. Smith ; Vice-Chairman, Dr. Miller ; Repre- 
sentative in Representative Meetings, Dr. H. G. White; 
Representative on Branch Council, Dr. A. E. Wilson; Secre- 
tary and Treasurer, Dr. A. E. Wilson; Executive Committee, 
Drs. Allan, Galloway, Husband, Mann, Mason, Moxham, 
Pilcher, Slocock, Spilsbury, South, Taylor, White and 
Wrinch ; Auditors, Drs. Mason and Taylor. 

Programme for the Year.—It was decided that the motor 
meet be held on June 25th (Tuesday), at 4 o’clock, at 
Bourne, particulars to be issued later. It was also decided 
that the next meeting to discuss scientific subjects be 
held after the summer holidays. Dr. MILLER proposed, 
and Dr. SoutH seconded, that clinical cases be shown on 
this occasion. The Committee was asked to arrange any 
others, Dr. PincHER suggesting that a paper be read in the 
same way as during the previous year at one of the 
meetings. 

Proposed Meeting at Spalding.—Dr. Pi.cHEeR proposed, 
and Dr. MILLER seconded : 

That Dr. Galloway, of Spalding, be approached as to the 
advisability of holding a meeting at Spalding during the 
coming year for the benefit of the members residing to the 
south of that town. 

Carried unanimously. 


Hospital Administration. 
The question of hospital administration was discussed. 
To the specific questions the replies were as follows: 
1. Yes. Unanimously. 
2. Certainly not. Unanimously. 
3. Yes, emphatically. Unanimously. 
4, No. Unanimously. 


Proposal of Joint Committees. 

Hospitals.—It was decided unanimously to adopt them 
with the following exceptions : 

8. Medical inspection of all cases—only where there is 
a resident house-surgeon. 

11, Age-limit for retirement—not in small hospitals, 

13. Pay wards—to be open to every member of the staff, 
not of the medical profession. 

Cottage Hospitals.—These proposals were unanimously 


adopted. 
Draft Charter. 
It was proposed by Dr. Mason, and seconded by Dr. 
MILLER: 
That no change be made in the numbers or method of elec- 
tion of the Central Council and no change in the constitu- 
tion of the Committees. 


Carried nem. con. 


Ethical Aspects of Medical Consultation. 
_ These were discussed and the recommendations of tke 
Central Ethical Committee unanimously adopted. 


Medical Inspection of School Children. 
The consideration of this question was deferred. 


Lunchecn.—The members had lunch in the hotel after- 
wards. 


Lincoitn Division. 

On May 24th was held the annual meeting of the Lincoln 
Division at the Guildhall, Lincoln, Dr. MaAnset Sympson 
in the chair. 

Confirmation of Minutes.—The minutes of the last 
meeting were read and confirmed. 

Election of Officers.—The officers for the ensuing year 
were then elected. 

Paper—Dr. Farrar (Gainsborough) read a_ paper, 
entitled, Serumtherapy in a case of Puerperal Fever, and 
a short discussion followed. 


Draft Charter. : 
Certain points in connexion with the proposed Royal 
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Charter were then gone into, and the following resolutions 
carried nem. con. : 

1. That the Council be not reduced in number. 

2. That the present system of representing Branches on 
the Council be retained. 

3. That the present constitution of Committees of the 
Council be retained. 

The proceedings then terminated. 


SOUTH-EASTERN BRANCH: 
GUILDFORD DIVISION. 
A SPECIAL meeting of this Division was held at the Royal 
Surrey County Hospital on May 22nd, at 430 p.m., Dr. A. 
ArtTHUR NapPpeEr being in the chair. 
Conjirmation of Minutes.—The minutes of the_previous 
meeting were read and confirmed. 


Contract Practice. 

It was unanimously resolved that the Ethical Rules for 
contract practice (as adopted by the Bradford Division) 
should be adopted for the regulation of contract practice 
by members in the Division. 


Draft Charter. 
No discussion took place in regard to this matter. 


Medical Inspection of School Children. 
The supplementary report of the Medico-Political Com- 
mittee on this matter was not regarded as calling for any 
special discussion by the Division at present. 


Hospital Administrati:n. 

The specific questions submitted to Divisions in regard 
to hospital administration were considered and answered 
as follows : 

1. Should there continue to be compulsory payment by 

patients to hospitals other than cottage hospitals? 
—No. 

2. Should the production of subscribers’ letters continue 
to be compulsory ?>—No. 

3. Should inquiry into a patient’s circumstances in- 
variably take place ?>— Yes (unanimously). 

4. Should a certificate be required from the medical 
attendants of all persons attending out-patient 
departments ?—Yes. 

It was also resolved : 

That this Division considers that wherever possible in 
medical charities, an almoner or inquiry officer should be 
employed to investigate the suitability of the applicants 
for relief, this being especially desirable in the case of 
out-patients. 

Cases.—Dr. PARKER showed a case of fractured patella 
with some comminution of the fragments, successfully 
treated by wiring. Dr. Busunewt (for Dr. Levick) showed 
a case of tuberculous disease of knee-joint in a child, 
associated with facial paralysis of obscure origin. 

Vote of Thanks——The meeting closed with a vote of 
thanks to the Committee of the hospital for the use of the 
Board Room and for kindly providing tea. 


YORKSHIRE BRANCH: 
BRADFORD 
A SPECIAL general meeting of this Division was held at 
the Eye and Ear Hospital, Bradford, on Monday, May 27th, 
at 8.30 p.m. Mr. Basin Hai, Chairman, presided. 

Confirmation of Minutes.—Dr. Honorary 
Secretary, read the minutes of four different meetings of 
the Division, which were adopted. 

The New Vaccination Order—Dr. CAMPBELL, on the 
minutes, raised the question of the proposed serious 
diminution in public vaccinators’ fees through the new 
Order of the Local Government Board. 

Nomination of Officers—The nominations took place of 
the officers: Representative at Representative Meetings, 
Representative of the Division on the Branch Council, and 
the members of the Executive and Ethical Committees, 

Draft Charter —The question of the revised Charter 
was then considered. Drs. GoypER, Horrocks, BATESON, 
A. Evans, CAMPBELL, MITCHELL, CROWLEY, and METCALFE, 
joined in thediscussion. It was generally felt that as the 
constitution of the Association had been established so 
recently, it would be better to postpone any further 
alteration of it at present. The scheme now before the 


Division was radically different from the previous one. | 


There was considerable opposition to the diminished 
Council being made up largely of Representatives. And 
it could not be shown that the Council as at present 
elected had ever refused to act in accordance with the 
instructions of the Representative Meeting. Dr. MarcaLre 
eventually proposed : 

That the Representative of the Division be asked to vote for 
the Resolution of the Dublin Division in favour of 
postponement. 

Dr. BaTEson seconded, and it was carried nem. con. 

Police Surgeonship for Bradford.—-By the favour of the 
Chairman, Dr. MircHett was allowed to propose that a 
special meeting of the Division, to which all practitioners 
in the city should be invited, should be called together on 
Friday, May 31st, at the Great Northern Hotel, Bradford, 
at 8.30, to consider the question of the proposed Police 
Surgeonship for Bradford. Dr. Bateson seconded, Dr. 
GoypER supported, and the proposition was carried 
unanimously. 

Medical Inspection of School Children—The SECRETARY 
read the report of the Special Divisional Committee 
appointed to consider the question of the Medical In- 
spection of School Children. Dr. CRowLEy raised some 
points in connexion with the report, which he considered 
required some alteration. The meeting decided that the 
CHAIRMAN should be allowed to make these, and that 
the report should be then sent on to the central authority 
for publication, if thought desirable. 

The meeting then terminated. 


Ma To ensure the insertion of notices in this column, they 
must be received at the Central Offices of the Association 
not later than the first post on Tuesday. 


Association Qotices. 

THE LIBRARY OF THE BRITISH MEDICAL 
ASSOCIATION. 
IMPORTANT NOTICE, 
Ow1nea to the rebuilding of the Association premises in 
the Strand the Library is closed, but at the Temporary 
Offices of the Association, 6, Catherine Street, Strand 
(adjoining Drury Lane Theatre), a Reading and Writing 
Room is provided. The Room will be open from 10 a.m, 
to 5p.m., except on Saturdays, when it will be closed at 
2p.m. 


BRANCH AND DIVISION MEETINGS TO BE HELD, 


ABERDEEN BRANCH. — Nomination of elective member of 
Council. Notice is hereby given that the names of candidates 
for the representation of this Branch must be sent to me on or 
before June 12th. Each candidate must be nominated by at 
least tbree electors.—J. F, CHRISTIE, Honorary Secretary, 7, 
Alford Place, Aberdeen. 


BIRMINGHAM BRANCH.—Notice is hereby given that the 
annual meeting of the Branch will be held at the Medical 
Institute, Birmingham, on Thursday, June 13th, at 3.30. 
Agenda: Election of two members of the Branch to represent 
the Branch on the Central Council of the Association.—O. J. 
KAUFFMANN, 22, Broad Street. Birmingham. 


BIRMINGHAM BRANCH: WEsT BROMWICH DIVISION.—The 
annua! meeting of this Division will be held in the Board 
Room of the District Hospital, on Friday, June 14th, at 4 p.m. 
Business : (1) To elect officers. (2) To elect Executive Com. 
mittee. (3) To elect Representative on Branch Council. (4) 
To receive report of Executive Committee. (5) To consider 
report on bespital administration (SUPPLEMENT, April 13tb). 
(6) To consider report on medical inspection of school children 
(SUPPLEMENT, April 13th). (7) To consider report on the 
ethical aspects of medical consultation (St PPLEMENT, February 
16th). Other business. The Executiue Committee will meet 
at 3.45 p.m —H. B. W. PLuMMER, Honorary Secretary, 54, 
Birmingham Road, West Bromwich. 


BORDER COUNTIES BRANCH.—The annual general meeting of 
this Branch will be held in the Crown and Mitre Hotel, Car- 
lisle, on Friday, June 21st. The business will include proposals 
to alter the existing rules of the Branch in several particulars, 
details for which will be sent to every member before the 
meeting. Election of office-bearers, etc. The Presidential 
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Address will be delivered by Dr. F. H. Clarke, Dumfries. The 
detailed agenda paper will be issued as usual before the meet- 
ing.—FraNncis R. HILL, Honorary Secretary, Carlisle. 


CAMBRIDGE AND HUNTINGDON BRANCH.—Preliminary Notice. 
—The annual meeting of the Branch will be held on Thursday, 
June 13th, at Cambridge. Any member desirous of bringing 
any communication before the meeting should communicate 
at once with the Honorary Secretary.—F. E. APTHORPE WEBB, 
Honorary Secretary, Cambridge. 


DUNDEE, PERTH, AND STIRLING BRANCHES.—The nomina- 
tion of candidates for the office of Elective Member of Council 
for the ensuing year must be made in writing on or before 
June 17th to Dr. J. E. Moorhouse, 6, Melville Terrace, 
Stirling. —A. P. Low, Honorary Secretary, Dundee Branch ; 
W. A. Taytor, Honorary Secretary, Perth Branch; J. E. 
MooruHovsE, Honorary Secretary, Stirling Branch. 


East ANGLIAN BRANCH.—The annual meeting of the East 
Anglian Branch will be held at Ipswich on Thursday, 
June 20th. Members wishing to read papers or show cases 
or specimens should communicate at once with Dr. Gutch, 
Ipswich.—B. H. NIcHOLSON, M.B., East Lodge, Colchester, 

onorary Secretary. 


East ANGLIAN BRANCH: WEST NORFOLK DIVISION.—The 
annual meeting will be held at the West Norfolk and Lynn 
Hospital on June 20th, at 3 p.m., when officers and Repre- 
sentatives will be elected for 1907-8.—ARTHUR GARDINEP, 
Honorary Secretary, Tuesday Market Place, King’s Lynn. 


METROPOLITAN COUNTIES BRANCH.—Notice is hereby given 
that the annual meeting of the Branch will take place on 
Thursday, June 27th. Time and place will be fixed by the 
Branch Council.—Honorary Secretary, FRED. J. SMITH. 


METROPOLITAN COUNTIES BRANCH: HAMPSTEAD DIVISION. 


‘—The fifth annual meeting of this Division will be held at 


St. Peter’s Hall, Belsize Square, N.W., on Friday, June 14th, 
at 4.30 p.m., Dr. Macevoy in the chair. Agenda: (1) Minutes 
of the annual meeting of June 8th, 1906. (2) Correspondence. 
(3) Questions. (4) To receive the annual report of the Com- 
mittee. (5) To elect officers and ordinary members of Com- 
mittee for the session 1907-8. Members are reminded that by 
resolution of a special meeting held on July 12th, 1906, the 
number of the ordinary members of Committee was raised to 
eleven (instead of seven as in the rules), the election of the 
four additional members being adjourned to this annual meet- 
ing. In accordance with a resolution of the last annual meet- 
ing, the Committee herewith issues to all members of the 
Division the following nominations agreed to on May 17tb, 
1907 :—Officers (six) : Chairman, Dr. Pidcock ; Vice-Chairman, 
Dr. Oppenheimer; Representative to the Representative 
Meeting, Mr. H. W. Armit; Representatives to the Branch 
Council, Dr. Macevoy and Dr. Clark Wilson (elected May 24th, 
1907), the Honorary Secretary is also an ex-ojjicio Representa- 
tive to the Brancb Council ; Honorary Secretary and Treasurer, 
Dr. R. A. Yeld; Honorary cc-Secretary, Mr. H. W. Armit. 
Ordinary Members (eleven): Dr. Ford Anderson, Dr. Colling- 
wood Andrews, Miss Ada Browne, Dr. W. Butler, Mr. C. W. 
Cunnington, Miss Dobbie, Dr. Gaster, Mr. Nelson Hardy. Mr. 
F,. R. Humphreys, Mr. E. Jessop, Mr. Vincent Moxey. (6) To 
instruct the Representative to the Representative Meeting. 
(7) The Honorary Secretary will read a letter from the Chair- 
man of the Representative Meeting. (8) Other business.— 
Rk. A. YELD. M.D., Honorary Secretary, 29, Platt’s Lane, 
Hampstead, N.W. 


MIDLAND BrRaNcH.—The annual meeting of this Branch will 
be held at the Devonshire Hospital, Buxton, on Thursday, 
June 13th, 1907, at 2.15 p.m. Agenda: Minutes; report of 
Council ; financial statement ; election of two Representatives 
of Branch on the Central Council. The only nominations 
received are Dr. Carline and Dr. Pope, who will therefore be 
elected. Election of Branch officers; election of President- 
elect, 1907-8 ; any other business. address by the new Presi- 
dent, G. Lorrimer, Esq.. M.D. Clinical cases shown by mem- 
bers of the Honorary Staff Devonshire Hospital. The Presi- 
dent will be glad to entertain members to lunch at the Palace 
Hotel, Buxton, at 1 p.m. The annual dinner will be held at 
the Palace Hotel, Buxton, at 6.30 p m. ; tickets (exclusive of 
wine) 7s. 6d. each. Members attending the lunch or the dinner 
are requested to notify the fact to Dr. Lorrimer, Buxton, or the 
Honorary Secretary, before Monday, June 10th. — ROBERT 
SEVEsTRE, Honorary Secretary and Treasurer, 119, London 
Road, Leicester. 


MunstER BrancH.—Election of Representative Member on 
the Council of the British Medical Association. Nominations 
will be received by me up to and including Saturday, Jure 22nd. 
—PHILIP G, LEE, 26, Patrick Hill, Cork. 


NORTHERN COUNTIES OF SCOTLAND BRANCH —The annual 
meeting of the Branch will be held at Fort Augustusin the 
last week of June. Further particulars will be sent to each 
member by circular.—J. Munro Morr, M.D., Honorary 
Secretary. 


PERTHSHIRE BRANCH.—The summer meeting will be held in 
the Club House, Moncrieffe Island, Perth, on Friday, June 
14th, at 1.15 prompt. Business: (1) Election of Council. (2) 
Election of Branch Representative. (3) Any other business. 
Council Meeting atl p.m. Lunchin the Club House will be 
ready about 2 p.m., on arrival of the golfing members from 
Dundee. Members intending to play and lunch are requested 
to be good enough to notify Dr. Taylor as soon as pcssible.— 
Witriam A. TaYLOoR, ALEXANDER TROTTER, Joint Honorary 
Secretaries, 10, Marshall Place, Perth. 


SouTH-EASTERN BRaNCH.—The sixty-third annual meeting 
of the Branch will be held at the Hétel Métropole, Brighton, 
on Wednesday, June 19th, at 2.15 p.m. Mr. T. Jenner Verrall 
President-elect, — invites members to lunch at the Hotel 
Métropole from 1 to 2 p.m. Agenda, in addition to the busi- 


‘ness of an ordinary meeting: (1) To receive the report of the 


election of new officers, who shall thereupon take office ; (2) to 
receive the report of the Council on the affairs of the Branch 
and the annual financial statement ; (3) Dr. Douglas will move : 
‘* That no alteration of, or addition to, existing rules, or repeal 
of any rule, be made unless notice of the same be printed and 
circulated with the agenda for the meeting at which any 
alteration, etc., should be brought forward.” After the 
meeting there will be a reception at the Royal Pavilion by his 
Worship the Mayor of Brighton (Councillor Gervis, M.A., 
M.B.). The following expeditions have been arranged to take 
place afterwards: A short sea trip, visit to the Grand Aquarium 
and trip on Volk’s Electric Railway, visit to Booth’s Museum 
of British Birds. Dinner at the Hétel Métropole at 6.15 p.m. ; 
charge, 7s. 6d. Wine will be provided by the members of the 
Brighton Division. Those who propose to be present at lunch 
or dinner, or both, are requested to signify their intention to 
Dr. Ryding Marsh, 49, Sackville Road, Hove, Sussex, not later 
than Saturday, June 15th.—H. M. StEwart, Dyffryn, Dulwich, 
Honorary Secretary. 


SouTH-EASTERN BRANCH: CANTERBURY AND FAVERSHAM 
Divis1on.—A combined meeting of the Divisions comprised in 
the old East Kent District—that is, Ashford, Canterbury and 
Faversham, Dover, Folkestone, and Thanet—will be held at the 
County Hotel, Canterbury, on Thursday, June 27th, at three 
o’clock precisely, Dr. Whitehead Reid in the chair. Agenda: 
A paper will be read by W. J. Tyson, M.D., F.R.C.P., F.R.C.8., 
Honorary Physician, Victoria Hospital, Folkestone, on the 
Future Lines of Treatment: Their Effects on the Profession. 
An address by Alex. G. R. Foulerton, F.R.C.S., D.P.H., 
Director of Bacteriological Department, Middlesex Hospital, 
Medical Officer of Health tothe County of East Sussex, on the 
Treatment of Infective Disease by Bacterial Vaccination. 
W. T. Hillier, Esq., M.R.C.S., D.P.H., Pathological Assistant, 
Research Laboratories, Middlesex Hospital, will (1) Show 
specimens of trypanosomata ; (2) give a demonstration of the 
method of determining the opsonic index of the blood. FPre- 
liminary meetings will be held as follows: (a) 2.30, Canterbury 
amd Faversham Division :—Agenda: (1) Minutes. (2) Annual 
report. (3) Election of officers—Chairman, Vice-Chairman, 
Representative at Representative Meetings, Representative on 
Branch Council, Honorary Secretary and Treasurer, Committee. 
(4) To consider the desirability of amalgamating with the 
Ashford Division. (5) mag | other business. (b) 2.50, Canter- 
bury and Faversham with Thanet Divisions :—Agenda: (1) To 
elect the Representative for Representative Meetings. 
Members will dine together at 5.45 for 6 o’clock at the County 
Hotel, Canterbury; charge 5s., exclusive of wines. Those 
who intend to stay to dinner are requested to notify Dr. 
Henchley not later than the morning of June 27th, and to 
state whether they will assist in a short musical programme.— 
A. R. HENCHLEY, Honorary Secretary and Treasurer, 
Canterbury 


Sou1H-EasTERN OF IRELAND BRANCH.—The meeting of th‘s 
Branch will be held at Clonmel on Wednesday, June 19th, 
instead of June 5th, as previously announced.—J. QUIRKE, 
Honorary secretary, Piltown. 


SouTH MIDLAND BRaNcH.—Nominations for Representative 
for the above Branch on the Central Council are requested to 
be sent to the Honorary Secretary not later than June 10th.— 
E. HaRRIzks JONES, Secretary. 


SovTH Mrd:a4ND BRANCH.—The annual meeting will be held 
at Bedford Hospital on Thursday, June 20th, and 2.30 p.m. 
The President-elect (Dr. Chillingworth) invites members to 
luncheon at the Grafton Rooms, 145, Midland Road, at 1.15 p.m. 
Members wko intend to accept the President’s invitation 
must communicate with the Secretary not Jater than June 17th. 
The meeting will be addressed by Mr. C. B. Lockwood. F R.C.S., 
Surgeon to St. Bartholomew’s Hospital. the subject being 
‘Some Interesting Points Concerning Wound Infection.” 
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Any member wishing to read a paper, or show specimens or 
cases should communicate at once with EK. HarriEs JONEs, 
Honorary Secretary, 16, Castilian Street, Northampton. 


SovuTH WALES AND MONMOUTHSHIRE BRANCH.—Notice is 
hereby given that the election of Branch Representatives on 
the Central Council will take place on June 13th at the annual 
meeting at Cardiff.—Frank G. THomas, M.B., 68, Walter 
Road, Swansea. 


STAFFORDSHIRE BRANCH.— Lhe thirtv-fourth annual meeting 
of the Branch will be held at the Victoria Hotel, Wolver- 
hampton, on Thursday, June 27th, at 5.25 p.m., when an 
address will be delivered by the President-elect, Mr. J. T 
Hartill. Agenda: (1) Introduction of the new President. (2) 
Minutes of the last annual meeting. (3) Correspondence. (4) 
Address by the President. (5) Report of the Council. (6) The 
financial statement. (7) To decide the place of holding the 
next annual meeting. (8) Election of officers for the ensuing 
year—President-elect, Secretary, and Treasurer. (9) Report on 
the election of the Representative of the Branch on the Council 
of the Association. Members have the privilege of intro- 
ducing friends, Dinner at 7.15 pm.; charge 5s. A meeting 
of the Council will be held before the annual meeting for the 
election of members. The first general meeting of the session 
will be held at Stoke on Thursday, November 28th. Members 
desiring to read papers are requested to communicate the 
titles to the General Secretary as soon as possible. — G. 
JOHNSON, Honorary General Secretary, Stoke-on- 

rent. 


ULSTER AND CONNAUGHT BRANCHES. — Nominations for 
Central Council. Two members to represent these Branches 
reed on the Central Council will be elected on June 29th. 

ominations, signed by three electors, should be sent, to reach 
me not later than June 8th.—CrcIL SHaw, M.D., Honorary 
Secretary, College Square, Belfast. 


ULsTER BrRAancH.—The annual meeting will be held in the 
Medical Institute, Belfast, on Saturday, June 29th, at 11.30 a.m. 
Members having communications to make to the meeting 
are requested to send particulars of the same not later than 
June 15th to Cec1L SHaw, M.D., Honorary Secretary, College 
Square, Belfast. 


YORKSHIRE BrRaNncH.—Z'wo Members of Council.—In 
accordance with the Articles and By-laws, the Honorary 
Secretary of the Branch will be glad to receive nominations, 
signed by not less than three members, for the election of two 
Representatives on the Central Council of the Association. 
Nominations must reach the Honorary Secretary of the Branch 
not later than Saturday, June 15th.—ADOLPH BRONNER, 
33, Manor Row, Bradford, Honorary Secretary. 


YORKSHIRE BRANCH.—The annual meeting of the Yorkshire 
Branch will be held at Dewsbury on Wednesday, June 26th. 
Members wishing to read papers, or show cases or specimens, 
should communicate at once with the Honorary Secretary.— 
ADOLPH BRONNER, 33, Manor Row, Bradford, Honorary 
Secretary. 


YORKSHIRE BRANCH: BRADFORD DIVISION.—The snnual 
meeting of this Division will be held at the Eye and Kar 
Hospital, Bradford, on Tuesday, June 1lth, at 8.30p.m. The 
election will take place of the officers, Representatives of the 
Division on the Branch Council, Members of the Executive 
and Ethical Committees, and the Representative of the Divi- 
sion in Representative Meetings of the Association. The 
annual report of the Executive Committee will be presented. 
Any questions of importance on which the opinion of the 
Division has not yet been taken, and which are down for con- 
sideration by the Annual Representative Meeting, will be dis- 
cussed.—JAMES METCALFE, ANDREW LITTLE, Honorary Secre- 
taries. 


LANCASHIRE AND CHESHIRE BRANCH. 
_ ELEcTION TO CENTRAL COUNCIL, 

Sir,—I am instructed by the Council to ask you to 
publish in this week’s Journat the result of the election 
of members of the Ventral Council of the Association by 
the Lancashire and Cheshire Branch as follows: 


Godson, Alfred... O63 
Larkin, Frederick Charles ne ... 606 
Brierley, James Brassey ... 
Bradshaw, Thomas Robert 
Garstang, Thomas Walter Harrop ... 425 
Rayner, Edwin ... 
Broadbent, George Harr 


The first-named four—viz., Drs. Godson, Larkin, Brierley, 
and Bradshaw—are therefore duly elected.—I am, etc., 
Manchester, June 3rd. 


T. ArtHur Hon. Sec. 


Aabal and Military Appointments. 


ROYAL NAVY MEDICAL SERVICE. 
FLEET SURGEON H. J. HADDEN, M.B, has been placed on the retired 
list at his own request, June 2nd. He was appointed Surgeon, 
February 18th, 1886, and made Fleet Surgeon, Feoruary 18th, 1902. 
Whilst Surgeon of the Dolphin he took part m the operations at Tokar, 
in the Eastern Soudan, in February, 1891, receiving the Khedive'’s 
bronze star. 

The following appointments have been made at the Admiralty: 
JOHN C. F, D. VAUGHAN, Surgeon, to the Jlebe, May 28th: WILLIAM 
HACKETT, M.D., Fleet Surgeon, and W. F. ARCHIBALD, M.B., Surgeon. 
to the Goliath, on recommissioning, June llth; ALEXANDER G. W. 
BowEN, M.B., Fleet Surgeon, and THoOMas A. SMYTH, M.B., Surgeon, 
to the Canopus, on recommissioning, June 11th: EVAN ST. M. NEPEAN, 
Fleet Surgeon, to the Viobe, June 17th : MONTAGUE L. B. Ropp and 
AvuGustTuUs J. LAURIE, Staff Surgeons, tothe Mars, on recommissioning, 
June 18th; HARRY SPICER, M.B., Staff Surgeon, and HARRY A, 
KELLOND-KNIGHT. Surgeon, to the London, on recommissioning, 
June llth; JOHN K. ROBINSON, M.B., Fleet Surgeon, and ALEXANDER 
C. RENWICK, M.B.. Surgeon, to the Vew Zealand, on recommissioning, 
June 18th : EDWARD B. KENNY, M.B, Surgeon, to the /ndus, June 18th : 
JOHN O'HLEA, Surgeon, to the Royal Marine Artillery Head Quarters 
at Eastney, June 3rd. 


Vital Statistics. 


HEALTH OF ENGLISH TOWNS. 

IN seventy-six of the largest English towns, including London, 8.940 
births and 4,442 deaths were registered during the week ending 
Saturday last, June lst The annual rate of mortality in these towns. 
which had been 15.7, 151, and 14.9 per 1,000 in the three preceding 
weeks, further declined last week to 145 per 1,000. The rates in the 
several towns ranged from 3.5 in Hornsey. 58 in Rotherham, 71 in 
Handsworth (Staffs). 7.6 in East Hain, 78 in Croydon, and 83 in 
Walthamstow and in Bournemouth, to 186 in Nottingham, 188 
in Wigan, 202 in Oldham, 204 in Sunderland, 220 in St. Helens, 
25.7 in Bolton, and 353 in Middlesbrough. In London the rate of 
mortality was 13 0 per !,000, while it averaged 150in the seventy-five 
other large towns. The death-rate from the principal infectious 
diseases averaged 15 per 100) in the seventv-six towns; in 
London this death-rate was eyual to 14 per 1,000, while among 
the seventy-five other large towns the rates ranged upwards 
to 30 in Tottenham, 33 in Portsmouth, 3.9 in Hanley. 43 
in Sunderland, 6.2 in Grimsby, 9.1 in Bolton, and 9.2 in 
Middlesbrough. Measles caused a death-rate of 2.7 in Sunderland, 
30 in Portsmouth, 3.1 in Hanley and 7.7 in Bolton and in Middles- 
brough: searlet fever of 1.4 in King’s Norton: whooping-cough of 1.1 
in Huddersfield, 1.2in West Ham, in Walthamstow and in Wigan, 1.3 
iu Salford and 2.2 in Grimsby: “fever” of 15 in Grimsby; and 
diarrhoea of 1 lin Walsall and in St Helens. The mortality from 
diphtheria showed no marked excess in any of the large towns. No 
fatal case of small-pox was registered last week, and no small-pox 
patients were under treatmentin the Metropolitan Asylums Hospitals. 
The number of scarlet fever cases in these hospitals and in the 
London Fever Hospital, which had been 2,658, 2,679 and 2,732 at the 
end of the three preceding weeks, had further risen to 2 824 at theend 
of last week : 437 new cases were admitted during the week, against 
349, 363 and 382 in the three preceding weeks. 


HEALTH OF SCOTTISH TOWNS. 

DuRING the week ending Saturday last, June lst, 912 births and 580 
deaths were registered in eight of the principal Scottish towns. The 
annual rate of mortality in these towns, which had been 19.7 and 17.5 
per 1,000 in the two preceding weeks. further fell to 15 7 per 1,000 last 
week, but was 2.2 per 1,009 above the mean rate during the same 
period in the seventy-six large English towns. Among these Scottish 
towns the death-rates ranged from 9.3 in Aberdeen and 12.0 in Dundee 
to 186 in Glasgow and 20.5 in Greenock The death-rate from the 
principal infectious diseases in these towns averaged 2.6 per 1,000, the 
highest rates being recorded in Glasgow and in Leith. The 302 deaths 
registered in Glasgow included 2 which were referred to measles, 2 to 
scarlet fever, 3 to diphtheria, 26 to whooping-cough, 3 to ‘‘fever,” 7 to 
diarrhoea, and 17 to cerebro-spinal 1ueningitis. Four fatal cases of 
measles, 2 of diphtheria, 7 of whooping-cough, and 2 of diarrhoea 
were recorded in Edinburgh: 2 of diarrhoea in Dundee: 2 of 
whooping-cough in Paisley and in Greenock; and 2 of cerebro-spinal 
meningitis in Leith. 


HEALTH OF IRISH TOWNS. 

DuRING the week ending Saturday, May 25th, 526 births and 403 deaths 
were registered in six of the principal Irish towns, as against 545 
births and 421 deaths in the preceding period. The annual death-rate 
in these towns, which had been 23.7, 21.2. and 196 per 1.000 in the 
three preceding weeks, fell to 16.0 per 1,000 in the week under notice, 
this figure being 1.1 per 1,00) higher than the mean aunual rate for 
the seventy-six English towns for the corresponding period. The 
figures ranged from 7.8 in Waterford and 11.0 in Londonderry to 23.1 
in Belfast and 25.8in Dublin. The zymotic death-rate in the same six 
Irish towns averaged 1.7 per 1,000, or 1.0 per 1,C00 higher than during 
the preceding period, the highest figure—3.9—-being recorded in 
Waterford, while Limerick registered no death under this heading at 
all. In Belfast 11 deaths were returned as due to cerebro-spinal fever, 
and 9 as due to cerebro-spival meningitis. 


Pacancies and Appointments. 


VACANCIES, 

This list of vacancies is compiled from our advertisement columns, where 
full particulars will be found. To ensure notice in this column, advertise- 
ments must be received not later than the jirst post on Wednesday 
morning. 


AYR DISTRICT ASYLUM.—Junior Assistant Physician. Salary, 
£120 per annum. 
BRADFORD CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL.—House-Surgeon. Salary, 


£100 per annum. 
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BRECKNOCK COUNTY AND BOROUGH INFIRMARY.—Resident 
House-Surgeon. Salary, £120 per annum. 

BRIGHTON, HOVE, AND PRESTON DISPENSARY.—Honorary 
Medical Officer for Western Branch. 

BRIGHTON : SUSSEX COUNTY HOSPITAL.—Second House-Surgeon. 
Salary, £60 per annum. 

BRISTOL GENERAL HOSPITAL. -- (1) Physician; (2) Assistant 
Physician. 

BRIXTON DISPENSARY.—Resident Medical Officer. Salary, £150 
per annum. 

CAIRO: DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH.—Sub-Inspector of 
Ophthalmic Hospitals. Salary, £500 per annum. 

CANTERBURY CITY ASYLUM.—Assistant Medical Officer. Com- 
mencing salary, £140 per annum. 

CHELTENHAM GENERAL HOSPITAL.—Surgeon in Charge of 
Branch Dispensary. Salary, £90 per annum. 

CHORLEY: RAWCLIFFE HOSPITAL.—House-Surgeon. Salary for 
first six months at the rate of £90 per annum, increasing to £100. 

COVENTRY AND WARWICKSHIRE HOSPITAL.—Junior House- 
Surgeon. Salary at the rate of £60 per annum. 

DUBLIN: DR. STEEVENS’S HOSPITAL.—Anaesthetist. 

EAST LONDON HOSPITAL FOR CHILDREN.—(1) Surgeon; (2) 
Assistant Sargeon. 

GLAMORGAN COUNTY ASYLUM, Bridgend —(1) Junior Assistant 
Medical Officer. Salary, £150 per annum. (2) Locum tenens. Terms, 
3 guineas a week. 

HEREFORDSHIRE GENERAL HOSPITAUL.—Honorary Surgeon. 

HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, Great Ormond Street, W.C.— 
Anaesthetist. Honorarium, 15 guineas for one year. 

ROYAL INFIRMARY.—Casualty House-Surgeon. Salary, 


LEEDS TUBERCULOSIS ASSOCIATIONS.—Resident Medical Officer 
for the Sanatorium at Gateforth. Salary at the rate of £100 per 
annum. 

LEICESTER INFIRMARY.—Assistant House-Physician. Salary at 
the rate of £50 per annum. 

MACCLESFIELD GENERAL INFIRMARY.—Junior House-Surgeon. 
Salary, £60 per annum. 

MAIDSTONE: WEST KENT GENERAL HOSPITAL. — Assistant 
House-Surgeon. Salary, £60 per annum, and £5 for washing. 
MANCHESTER UNIVERSITY.—Junior Demonstrator of Physiology. 

Stipend, £100, rising to £150 per annum. 

MEDICAL MISSION HO3PITAL, Canning Town.—Qualified Female 
Assistant Doctor for Dispensary. 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE CORPORATION. — Assistant Medical 
Officer of Health. Salary, £300 per annum. 

NEWPORT AND MONMOUTASHIRE HOSPITAL.—Junior Resident 
Medical Officer. Saiary, £/0 per annum. 

NORTH-EASTERN HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, Hackney 
Road, E.—(1) House-Physician ; (2) House-Surgeon. Salary at the 
rate of £60 per annum each. 

NORWICH CITY ASYLUM.—Assistant Medical Officer. Salary, £125 
per annum, rising to £150. 

NORWICH: NORFOLK AND NORWICH HOSPITAL. — Male 
Assistant House-Surgecn. Honorarium, £20 for six months. 
OLDHAM UNION.—Resident Medical Officer of the Workhouse. 

Salary, £160 per annum. 

ROTHERHAM HOSPITAL AND DISPENSARY.—Senior House- 
Surgeon. Salary, £110 per annum. 

ROYAL WATERLOO HOSPITAL FOR CHILDREN AND WOMEN, 
S.E.—Junior Resident Medical Officer. Salary at the rate of £40 
per annum. 

ST. BARTHOLOMEW’S HOSPITAL, E.C.—Lecturer on Anatomy. 


SALFORD ROYAL HOSPITAL.—Junior Ho.:se-Surgeon. Salary at 
the rate of £50 per aunum. 
SALISBURY INFIRMARY.—Assistant House-Surgeon. Salary, ££0 


per annum. 

SUNDERLAND: MONKWEARMOUTH AND SOUTHWICK 
PITAL.—House-Surgeon. Salary, £100 per annum. 

TAUNTON: TAtINTON AND SOMERSET HOSPITAL.—Resident 
Assistant House-Surgeon. Salary at the rate of £50 per annum. 


VICTORIA HOSPiTAL FOR CHILDREN, Tite Street, S.W.— 
Honorary Anaesthetist. 
WEST BROMWICH DISTRICT HOSPITAL.—(1) Senior House- 


Surgeon : (2) Assistant House-Surgeon. 
annum respectively. 

WEST HARTLEPOOL: CAMERON HOSPITAL.—House-Surgeon. 
Salary, £100 per annum. 

WEST LONDON HOSPITAL, Hammersmith Road, W.-—Officer in 
charge of \-ray Department. 


Salary, £110 and £75 per 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Houck, B. 8., M.R.C.S, L.RC.P., Medical Officer of Health, 
Sturminster Rural District. 

Lioyp, J. T., MB., Resident Medical Officer, Sheffield Union 
Hospital. 

MARTIN, Mary Edith, L.R.C.P. and S.Edin., L.F.P.S.Glasg., 
L.S.A.Lond., Assistant Medical Officer to Fenstanton Private 
Asylum, Christchurch Road, Streatham Hill. 

Morris, W. D. J., L R.C.P.Edin.,M.R.C.S.Eng., Medical Officer for the 
Eastern Division of the Cardiff Post Office. 


DIARY FOR THE WEEE. 


TUESDAY. 


ROYAL MEDICAL AND CHIRURGICAL SOCIETY, 20, Hanover Square, W., 
8.20 p.m.—Mr. P. Lockhart Mummery: The Causes of 
Colitis, with special reference to its Surgical Treat- 
ment, with an account of 35 cases. Dr. David 


Forsyth : Experiments on Prolonged Protein Feeding, 
with special reference to the Thyroid Glands and the 
Production of Osseous Tissue. Drs. Noel Bardswell 


and J. E. Chapman: The Changes occurring in the 
number of Red Corpuscles and their Haemoglobin 
Contents in Pulmonary Tuberculosis. (Epidiascope 
demonstration.) 


THURSDAY, 


OPHTHALMOLOGICAL SOCIETY OF THE UNITED KINGDOM, 11, Chandos 
Street, Cavendish Square, W., 8 p m.—Card specimens. 
830: Papers—Mr. Nettleship: A History of Night 
Blindness in Nine Consecutive Generations. Mr. L. 
Werner: A Peculiar Case of Subretinal Cysticercus. 
Mr. A. L. Whitehead : (a) A Metastatic Tumour of the 
Choroid ; (b) Multiple Uysts of Retina. ‘ 


SATURDAY, 


SOCIETY FOR THE STUDY OF DISEASES IN CHILDREN.—Provincial 
Meeting at the County Hospital, Bedford, 3 p.m.: 
Discussion—Acute Rheumatism, opened by Dr. C. O. 
Hawthorne. Papers by Dr. E. Cautley and Mr. Tubby. 


POST-GRADUATE COURSES AND LECTURES, 


CENTRAL LONDON THROAT AND EAR HOSPITAL, Gray’s Inn Road, W.C. 
ew and Friday, 3.45 p.m., Methods of Exami- 
nation. 

HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, Great Ormond Strect, W.C.—Thurs- 
day, 4p m., Enlarged Abdomens. 

LONDON SCHOOL OF CLINICAL MEDICINE.—Clinics: Monday, Medi- 
cine, 2.15 p.m.; Surgery, 3.15 p.m.; Ear and Throat, 
4 p.m. Tuesday, Medicine, 2.15 p.m. ; Surgery, 3.15 p.m. ; 
Skin, 4 p.m. Wednesday, Medicine, 2.15 p.m. ; Ophthal- 
mology, 3.30 p.m. ursday, Medicine, 2.30 p.m. ; 
Surgery, 3.15 p.m.; Radiography, 4 p.m. Friday, 
Medicine, 2.15 p.m.; Surgery, 3.15 p.m. Operations 
each day at 2.30 p.m. Out-patient Demonstrations : 
Surgical, daily, 10 a.m.; Medical. daily, 10 a.m. Ear 
and Throat, Mondays and Thursdays, 12 noon. Eye, 
Wednesdays and Saturdays, 1l a.m. Skin, Tuesdays 
and Fridays, 12 noon. Special Lectures: Monday, 
3.15 p.m, Empyema; Wednesday, 2.15 p.m., Diagnosis 
of Typhoid Fever. 

MEDICAL GRADUATES’ COLLEGE AND POLYCLINIC, 22, Chenies 
W.C.—The following clinical demonstrations have 
been arranged for next week at 4 ee. each o~ i— 
Monday, Skin; Tuesday, Medical; Wednesday, Sur- 
gical; Thursday, Surgical; Friday, Ear. Lectures 
at 6.15 p.m. each day will be given as follows :— 
Monday, The Early Treatment of Puerperal Infection ; 
Tuesday, The Treatment, especially Conservative, of 
Chronic Suppuration of the Middle Ear ; Wednesday, 
Paget’s Disease of the Nipple and its Treatment (with 
lantern slides); Thursday, Empyema: Its Recog- 
nition and Treatment. 

NATIONAL HOSPITAL FOR THE PARALYSED AND EPILEPTIC, Queen 
Square, W.C.—Tuesday, 3.30 p.m., Friedreich's Disease ; 
Friday, 3.30 p.m., Optic Neuritis. 

NORTH-EAST LONDON POST-GRADUATE COLLEGE, Prince of Wales’s 
General Hospital, Tottenham, N.—The following are 
the clinics and demonstrations for next week :—Mon- 
day, 10 a.m.: Surgical; 2.30 p.m.: Medical, Throat, 
Nose and Ear, X Rays. 10.30 a.m. : Medical ; 
2.30 p.m.: Operations—S3urgi and Gynaecological ; 
4.30 p.m. : Demonstration of Surgical Cases: Wednes- 
day, 2.30 =. : Medical, Skin, Eye. Thursday, 
2.30 p.m.: Gynaecological Operations—Medical, Surgi- 
cal; X Rays; at eae Medical (In-patient). Friday, 
9.30 a.m., Surgical; 2.30 p.m., Operations—Medical, 
Eve: 3p.m., Medica! (In-patient); 430 p.m., Demon- 
stration of Eye Cases. 

PosT-GRADUATE COLLEGE, West London Hospital, Hammersmith 
Road, W.—The following arrangements have been 
made for uext week :— y, 2 p.m.: Medical and 
Surgica) Clinics and X Rays. 2.30 p.m.: Operations. 
Monday and Thursday, 2pm.: Diseases of the Eye. 
Tuesday and Friday, 10 a.m.: Gynaecological Opera- 
tions. 2 p.m.: Diseases of Throat, Nose, and Ear. 
2.30 p.inm.: Diseases of the Skin. Wednesday, 10 a.m.: 
Diseases of Children. Wednesday and Saturday, 
10 a.m.: Diseases of Throat, Nose, and Ear. 2 p.m.: 
Diseases of the Eye. Lectures--Monday, noon: 
Pathological Demonstration. 5 p.m.: Practical Sur- 
gery. Tuesday: Ankylostomiasis. Wednesday: Prac- 
tical Medicine. Thursday : Clinical. Friday : Clinical. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


The charge for inserting advertisements of Births, Marriages, and Deaths is 
83. 6d., which sum p bes be forwarded in post-office orders or stampa 
with the notice not later than Wednesday morning, in order to ensure 
insertion in the current issue. 


BIRTHS. 

BILLINGTON.—On May 3lst, at 9, Easy Row, Birmingham, the wife 
of William Billington, M.B., M.S. (Lond.), F.R.C.S. (Eng), of a 
son. 

ForsyTH.—On May lith. at 138, St. Alban’s Avenue, Bedford Park, W. 
the wife of Charles E. P. Forsyth, M-B., Ch. B., of a son (Austin 
James Ksslemont). 

SIKES.—On May 28th, at 8, Manor House, Marylebone Road. Mary 
Maitland (née Somerville), wife of Alfred W. Sikes, M.D., D.Sc., 
F.R.C.S.. 57, Wimpole Street, of a son. 


MARRIAGE, 

WyNN—ASHFORD.—On June 4th, at the Church of the Redeemer, 
Edgbaston, William Henry Wyun, M.D , M.B.C.P., of Birmingham, 
to Florence, younger daughter of George Bright Ashford, Har- 
borne Road, Edgbaston. 


DEATHS. 

ALLINGHAM.—On May 30th, Daisy Alice Wynne, the wife of William 
Allingham, F.R C.S., of Kingsdene, Worthing. 

MAULE.—On June 2nd, at The Tower, Liverpool Road. Birkdale, 
William Maule, M.B., C.M., L.R.C.S. and L.M., aged 54 years. 

PrRIcE.—On May 22nd, Edwin Price, M.R.C.S., 1. R.C.P.. of Dudley 
Pe House, Tipton, after an operation for appendicitis, 

years. 
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CALENDAR OF THE ASSOCIATION. 


Date. Meetings to be Held, 


Date, Meeting ode Held, 


JUNE. 
9 Sunday 


10 MONDAY ... Lonpon : Ethical Emergency Sub- 


committee, 2 p.m. 
(Lonpon : Organization Committee, 
| lla.m. 
11 TUESDAY ...{ Braprorp Division, Yorkshire Branch, 
| Annual Meeting, Eye and Kar Hos- 
\ pital, Bradford, 8.30 p.m. 


LANCASHIRE AND CHESHIRE BRANCH, 
12 WEDNESDAY; Branch Council Meeting, Liverpool 
Medical Institution, 4.30 p.m. 


(BrrMINGHAM Annual Meet- 
ing, Medical Institute, Birmingham, 
3.30 p.m. 

CAMBRIDGE AND HUNTINGDON BRANCH, 
Annual Meeting, Cambridge. 

13 THURSDAY...{ Miptanp Brancu, Annual Meeting, 
Devonshire Hospital, Buxton, 
2.15 p.m. ; Luncheon, Palace Hotel, 
Buxton, 1 p.m. ; Dinner, 6.30 p.m. 

SoutH WALES AND MONMOUTHSHIRE 

| Brancw, Annual Meeting, Cardiff. 


(HampstEap Drvision, Metropolitan 
Counties Branch, Annual Meeting, 
St. Peter’s Hall, Belsize Square, 
N.W., 4.30 p.m. 
| 
ing, Club House, Moncriefte Island, 
14 FRIDAY soo Perth, 1.15 : Council Meeting, 
1 p.m. ; Lunch, Club House, 2 p.m. 
West Bromwicw Divis:on, Birming- 
ham Branch, Annual Meeting, Board 
Room of bistrict Hospital, 4 p m.; 
Executive Committee, 3.45 p.m. 


Science Committee, 


HARROGATE : 
15 SATURDAY... { Hotel Majestic, 4 p.m. 
168 Sunday 
17 MONDAY ... 


18 TUESDAY ... Lonpon: Public Health Committee, 


3.15 p.m. 


JUNE (Continued). 


Lonpon: Medico-Political Committee, 
2.30 p.m. 

SoutH-EastERN Branco, Annual 
| Meeting, Hote] Metropole, Brighton, 
| 2.15 p.m.; Luncheon, 1 to 2 p.m. ; 

19 WEDNESDAY{ after meeting, Reception at the 
| Royal Pavilion by His Worship the 
Mayor; Dinner, Hotel Metropole, 
6.15 p.m. 
| Soura-EasTERN CF IRELAND BRANCH, 
Clonmel (postponed from June 5th). 


(LONDON : Hospitals Committee, 2 p.m. 
East ANGLIAN Branch, Annual Meet- 
ing, Ipswich. 
LANCASHIRE AND CHESHIRE BRANCH, 
Annual Meeting, Manchester. 
SourH Miptanp Brancw, Annual 
Meeting, Bedford Hospital, 
230 p.m.; luncheon. Grafton 
Rooms, 145, Midland Road, 1.15 p m. 
West  Drivistun. Last 
Anglian Branch. Annual Meeting, 
| West Norfolk and Lynn Hospital, 
3p.m. 


20 THURSDAY...- 


Lonpox : Ethical Committee, 2 p.m. 

BorpER CounTIES BRANCH, Annual 
Meeting, Crown and Mitre Hotel, 
Carlisle, 


21 FRIDAY ... 


22 SATURDAY... 
23 Sunday ese 


24 MONDAY .. 


City Division, Metropolitan Counties 


25 TUESDAY .{ 


YORKSHIRE Brancp, Annual Meeting 
28 WEDNESDAY { 


MEMBERSHIP OF THE BRITISH MEDICAL ASSOCIATION. 
Tas British Medical Association exists for the promotion of medical and the allied sciences, and the maintenance 


of the honour and the interests of the medical profession. 


The Annual Subscription to the British Medical Association is £1 5s. 0d., and the British Mrepioas JOURNAB 
is supplied weekly, post free, to every member of the British Medical Assoclation wherever he may reside. 

Forms of application for membership can be obtained from the General Secretary, 6, Catherine Street, Strand, W.C. 

The principal rules governing the election of a medical practitioner to be a member of the British Medical 


Association are as follow: 

Article III.—Any Medical Practitioner in the United King- 
dom under the Medical Acts and any Medical Practitioner residing 
within the area of any Branch of the Association situate in any 
ape of the British Empire other than the United Kingdom, who 

so registered or possesses such medical qualifications as shall 

subject to the Regulations, be prescribed by the Rules of the said 
Branch, shall be eligible as a Member of the Association. The 
mode and conditions of election to Membership shall from time to 
time be determined by or in accordance with the By-laws. Every 
Member, whether one of the existing Members or a subsequently- 
elected Member, shall remain a Member until he ceases to be a 
Member in accordance with the provisions hereof. 


By-law 1.—Every Candidate for Membership of the Association shall 
apply for election in writing, addressed to the Association, and 
ting his agreement, if elected, to abide by the Regulations and 
By-laws of the Associatidn, and the Rules of such Division and 
Branch to which he may at any time belong and to psy his 
subscription for the current year. 


By-law 2.—Every candidate who resides within the area of a Branch 
shall forward his application to the Secretary of such Branch. 
Notice of the proposed election shall be sent by the Branch 
Secretary to the General Secretary of the Association, and to 


every ‘Member of the Branch Council, and the candidate, if not 
disqualified y dog A Regulation of the Association, may be elected 
& member of the Association by the Branch Council at any meeting 
enereof held not less than seven be (or such longer period as 
the Branch may by its Rules prescribe) after the date of the said 
Notice. A Branch may by special Resolution require that each 
candidate for election to the Association shall furnish a certificate 
from two Members of the Association to whom he is personally 
known. Officers of the na Army, and Indian Medical Services 
on the Active List are eligible for election through the Council 
. 2 «oo without approving signatures as laid down in 


By-law 3.—Every candidate whose dy of residence is not included 
in the area of any Branch shall forward his Application to the 
General Secretary of the Association, together with a statemen 
signed by three Members of the Association, that from person 
knowledge they consider him a suitable person for election. 
Notice of the proposed election shall be sent by the General 
Secretary to every Member of the Council, and the candidate, if 
not disqualified by any Regulation of the Association, may be 
elected a Member of the Association by the Council at any meet- 
pn Dare held not less than one month after the date of the 

notice, 


The annual subscription to the Bartias Muproat JourNnanb for non-members is £1 8s. 0d. for the United Kingdom, 
and £1 15s. 0d. for abroad. 


Priated and published by the British Medical Association at their Otfice, No. 6, Catherine Street, Strand, in the Parish of St. Paul, Govent Garden, in the County of Middl sex. 
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